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2 Cor. i. 24. 


Not for that we have Dominion 
over your Faith, but are Help- 


ers of your Joy: For by Faith Ml 


ye and. 


APPEAR: before you this Day, to charge 
the Church-of Rome with boldly uſurping, 
and tyrannically exerciſing, that Dominion 


2 3 


file in the Text ſo expreſly diſclaims, and which he 
never once exerciſed in all his Life. If I can make 
good this Charge, I ſhall at once vindicate ſome of 


the Redeemer's unalienated Prerogatives ; and de- 4 1 
fend ſome of the moſt ſacred Rights of the Chriſti- 
an World, againſt this Church which ſo infolemdly il 


violates them. 


It will not ſurely be ſaid, that though St. Pau! 1 N 


was not inveſted with this Dominion, yet that St. 
Peter was; and that therefore Popes as his Succeſ- 
lors, and Vicars general of Chriſt upon Earth, may 
juſtly exerciſe it. For beſides that St. Paul was an 
Apoſtle; f. peaks here Wn; that Character ; and "I 
2 nes e 


over the Faith of Chriſtians, which the Apo- 
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he owns, VE have no Dominion over your Faith, 
ſeems to diſclaim it not only for himſelf, but in the 
Name of all the Apoſtles and Miniſters of Jeſus 
Chriſt, of what Rank and Eminence ſoever in the 
Chriſtian Church; beſides this, I fay, He tells us 
in two ſeveral Places of this very Epiſtle, that he 
was in nothing behind the very chiefeſt Apoſtles * ; 
and yet certainly he muſt have been far behind one 
of them, at leaſt, if St. Peter was appointed ſu- 
preme Head of the Church, and was entruſted with 
that AUTHORITY, and endowed with that Inrai- 
LIBILITY, which his Succeſſors now pretend to. 

_ "Theſe are the Powers and Privileges, which the 
Church of Rome ſays ſhe is inveſted with: It falls 
to my Share to examine them ; and I hope to con- 
vince you before I have done, that never were any 
Claims more unjuſtly made, or more weakly and 
flenderly ſupported. 

Her Claims upon the Foot of Authority are ma- 
ny, and of different Kinds; but as I have neither 
Time nor Inclination to extend the Subject of this 
Diſcourſe further than was defigned, when I was 
deſired to treat of it; much leſs to invade the Pro- 
vince of any Perſon engaged with me in this Ser- 
vice; I ſhall confine my ſelf to that Authority which 
ſhe claims in Matters of Faith; and then go on to 
enquire into her Infallibility. n 

The former may, I think, be fairly ſtated; and 
will, I believe, be fully confuted, under the follow- 
ing Propoſitions. C 
I. That the Church hath Authority to ſettle the 
Canon of Scripture, and to determine what Books 


* z Cor, xi. f. and xii, 11. 
are 
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are, and what are not Canonical; in ſuch manner 
as that, by Vertue of her Authority, all Chriflians 
are obliged to receive thoſe which ſhe receives, and 
to reject thoſe which ſhe rejects. 

II. That the Authority of Scriptureas to us (quoad 
nos) and the Regard we are to pay to it, depends up- 
on the Authority of the Church, which delivers 
theſe Scriptures to us, and declares them to be the 
Word of God. 3 
III. That the Church hath Authority to interpret 
and give the Senſe of Scripture; which Interpreta- 
tion all Chriſtians are obliged to receive and ſubmit 


IV. That ſince many Things which ought to be 
believed, are not at all contained in "Scripture, the al 
Church hath Authority to decree theſe as neceſſary 
to Salvation; and all Chriſtians axe thereupon obli- 
ed to believe them. 1 
V. That ſhe has a Right to judge and determine 
author itatively, all Controverſies relating to Matters 
of Faith; ſo as that all Chriſtians are obliged to ſub- 

mit to her Deciſion. 
If upon hearing theſe Claims made, you ſhould 
be diſpos d to ask, (as any honeſt inquiſitive Perſon 
would naturally do) Pray where is all, this Power 
and Authority lodg'd? who is inveſted with it? 
who is to exerciſe it? you will be told the Catholick 
Church; meaning their own Church of Rome: 
and with this anſwer they have taught their own 
Votaries to reſt ſatisfied. But we Proteſtants, who 
know that general anſwers are often deceitful and 
evaſive, and that this in particular is ſo; are not 
thus to be put off, For tho' at preſent we ſhould 
| 8 | paſs 
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paſs by the Abſurdity of calling a Part the whole; 

I mean of Calling that the Catholick Church, MW ſtia. 
which to ſay the beſt of it is but a part, and that and 
a very corrupt one too, of the Catholick Church, are 
we muſt beg to be a little more particularly infor. W194? 


med. This Catholick Church means either ſome are 


one or more Perſons, in whom this Authority i; ledg 
veſted: Is it then diffuſively in the Church Univer. N We 
fal, i. e. in all Chriſtians thro' out the World? fron 
Or is it in the Church Repreſentative, 7. e. in We. 
a General council? Or is it in the Church Virtu- min. 
al, (as they expreſs it) z. e. in his Holineſs the ing 
Pope ? The Advocates of Rome are as much per- [crea 
plex d how to anſwer, and as little agreed in the ern 
Anſwers they give here, as we ſhall find them to be Wh. 
preſently, when we come to ask the ſame Queſti. fit 
ons, with relation to their pretended Tnfallib:hity: . Br 
And as they will be there urg d more at large, In . 
preſent take no further notice of them but go on 
to ſhew you; That no one Man, no ſet or number 
of Men on Earth, has any juſt claim to the Au- en 
thority we are ſpeaking of. In order to which Tl 
briefly conſider the Particulars which have been i 
mention'd ; and fince ſeveral of them may (in ano- 
ther view) fall under the notice of ſome other ol 
my Brethern; I will take what care I can to keep 
to the Point of Authority ; and not to repeat ot 
anticipate, what has been, or may be, more perti- 
nently ſaid by them. | 

I. It is pretended that the Church hath Authority e 
to ſettle the Canon of Scripture, to determine what 
Books are, and what are not Canonical; in ſuch 
manner as that by vertue of her Authority, all 7220 
| | | jans 
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ſtians are obliged to receive thoſe which ſhe receives, 
and to reject thoſe-which ſhe rejects. And here you 
are to obſerve, that it is not their enquiring, and 
judging, and determining for themſelves what Books 
are canonical, that we complain of: For this is aPrivi- 
edge which we think all capable perſons may claim; 
We exerciſe it our ſelves, and ſhould be far enough 
from blaming them for doing ſo too. But that which 
we complain of is, their taking upon them to Deter- 
mine this Point for all the World, and their diſcourag- 
ing all private Examination, and condemning with a 
{dreadful Curſe, all Contradiction totheir Decrees con- 
cerning it. For ſo the Council of Trent has done. 
de Whoſe words are as follows; The Synod hath ſeen 
« fit to annex to this Decree, a Liſt of the ſacred 
« Books; leſt a Doubt ſhould ariſe in any one's mind, 
* which they are that the Synod receives“; and then 
follows the Catalogue it ſelf of all the Books both of 


* the Old and New Teſtament: which we Proteſtants 
lu. OD, with an Addition of Six Apocryphal Books to 


the Old Teſtament : after which they they thus goon: 
* If any one does not receive theſe entire Books, 
* and every part of them, as they are wont to be 
© read in the Catholick Church, and are contained 
in the Ancient Latin Edition, for ſacred and ca- 
* nonical, let him be Anathema“ *. One would expect 
hat, after ſuch a Poſitive Determination, and ſuch 
: dreadful Sanction added to it, they ſhould have 
lome very good Title to produce for their Authority, 
and ſome very ſtrong Reaſons for their admitting 
ll theſe Books into their Canon, As to the Latter, 
heir reaſons are all taken from what Councils and 
* Conc. Trid. Seſſ. 4. Decret, de Canon Scripturis. 1 
5M 
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Fathers have ſaid of this matter; particularly the 3d 
Council of Carthage, at which St. Auſtin was preſent; 
wherein (it is pretended) the very fame Books were 
decreed to be Canonical, that are mention'd in the 
Council of Trent's Catalogue. In anſwer to which, 
It might eaſily be ſhewn, that Councils and Fathers, 
are both for number and weight, againſt them : 
That the deſign of this 3d Council of Carthage 
Was, not to determine what Books were Canonical, 
in the ſenſe in which that Word muſt be underſtood 
in this Diſpute; but only to declare what Books 
might be profitably read in the publick Aſſemblies 
of Chriſtians: That Sf. Auſtin himſelf. when he 
calls the apocryphal Books Canonical, plainly means 
no more, than that as they contain uſeful Precepts 
and Inſtructions for Life and Manners, they may 
be publickly read to the Edification of the Church; 
but without any Deſign of ſetting them npon an 
equal foot with thoſe which are Canonical in the 
higheſt and ſtricteſt Senſe of the Word, That theſe 
Books themſelves, contain ſo many idle Fables, 
groſs Abſurdities, plain Inconſiſtencies, and palpable 
Contradictions; as could never have been dic- 
rated by the Spirit of God, and far outweigh all 
the Reaſons that can be produc'd for admitting 
them into the Canon. All this and a great dell 
more might be unanſwerably urg'd, but I chooſe to 
keep cloſe to the Point of Authority : for tho' thei 
Catalogue had been preciſely the ſame with out 
own; yet as we dare not aſſume to ourſelves, {0 we 
can never allow to any body elſe, Authority to 0 
blige all Chriſtians under Pain of Damnation 0 
receive preciſely the ſame number of Books as 8 
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nonical. Let us enquire therefore how this Autho- 
rity is ſupported. | Their Proof ſtands thus: 

The Teſtimony of the Church is the only means 
by which it can now, or could at any time be 
known, which Books are Canonical Scripture and 
which are not; the Church therefore muſt have 
Authority to determine in this Caſe ; and all Chri- 
ſtians muſt be oblig'd under the dreadfulleſt Penal- 
ty to ſtand-by her Determination. Now tho'I am 
far from thinking that this is the oz/y means; yet 
ſince I am ready to grant that (if it be rightly un- 
derſtood) it is one very good means, by which a 


he Judgment may be form'd in this matter; I will at 
uy preſent take no notice of this defect in the Argu- 
£ ment ; but only conſider what ſort of a Proof this 
ds, of the Authority claim'd. When the Bible is 
ch; firſt put into the Hands of Children, they are told 
by their Parents and Inſtructors, that it is the Word 
4 of God: When they grow up to ripeneſs of Judg- 
ack Wi ment, they may if they pleaſe, find that Chriſtians 
my in all Ages from the Apoſtles down to their own 
oF Times, have been ſo far agreed in this Point, that 

1 their concurring Teſtimony, is one proper reaſon to 
auß induce us to believe ſo too. But how does this 
NY prove the Authority we are talking of ? Is there no 


difference between being a credible Witneſs in a 
Cauſe, and being an authoritative Fudge ? May I 
not prudently attend to, and weigh, nay, believe the 
Truth of a Man's Teſtimony, without being oblig'd 


| 6 . f 5 6 * 
N to ſtand by his Sentence and Determination, as a 
- of Judge? We receive the Teſtimony of the Church 
: | 


* in all Ages, becauſe it appears to us credible, and 
8 becauſe (all Circumſtances confider'd) we think it 
B utterly 
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utterly improbable that ſo many Perſons ſhou'd ei- 
ther themſelves be deceiv'd, or conſpire to deceive 


us; but it does not follow by any means, that there- 


| fore we are to ſubmit to the Determination of the 
Church (much leſs the particular Church of Rome) 
as an authoritative Judge. Ir is farther pretended, 

II. That the Authority of Scripture (quoad no- 
as to us, and the regard we are to pay to it, depend; 
upon the Authority of the Church, which delivers 
theſe Scriptures to us, and declares them to be the 
Word of God. 'This Point, I confeſs, is not any 
where that I know of, expreſly and in terminis, de- 
creed by the Council of Trent: But the ableſt De. 
fenders of the Church of Rome, have either expreſly 
aſſerted it; or ſaid that, from which it neceſſarily 
follows. Hoſius, in juſtification of a bold Felloy 
who had ſaid, that without the Teſtimony of the 
Church the Scripture wou'd be juſt of the ſame 
value and authority with /#/op's Fables, tells us that 
it was pie dium ; For that without the Church 
Teſtimony, Scripture wou'd be of no great weight, 
Another declares that were it not for the Authority 
of the Church, He wou'd give no more credit to 
St. Mat. then to Livy. Bellarmine ſays, that if you 
take away the Authority of the Church of Rome, 
the whole Chriſtian Faith may be queſtion'd a: 
doubtful . And in another Place (for theſe things 
don't drop from them by chance, and unaweares, 


Nam fi tollamus auctoritatem præſentis Eccleſiæ, & præſentis Con. 
cilii, in dubium revocari poterunt omnium aliorum Conciliorum Decre- 
ta, & rota Fides Chriſtlana.— . Et præterea omnium Conciliorum ve- 
terum & omnium dogmatum firmitas, pendet ab AuRoritate præſenti 


Eccleſiz. Bellarm. de Effedtu Sacram Lib. 2; Cap. 25. 9 Tertiw 
The 


Teftimonium. 


monio 
certa e 


lac ve: 


ſent! 
tum 


he 


Crt) 
The Scripture Traditions and all Doctrines what- 
ſoever, depend on the Teſtimony of the Church, 
without which all are uncertain . There are o- 
thers of them (nay, and ſome of theſe themſelves, 


at other times) who talk a lictle more modeſtly, in 
| appearance at leaſt, tho' in effect they ſay much 
| the ſame things. They diſtinguiſh the Authority 
of Scripture quod fe, and guoad nos, i. e. in itſelf, 
| and as to us. They own that the Authority of 
| Scripture guoad ſe, is ſacred and divine, and inde- 


pendent of the Church; but that as to any Avuthe- 
rity it has, guoad nos, with reſpect to us, it neither 
has, nor can have any but what depends vpon the 
Authority of the Church: And if it does not fol- 
low from hence that all the regard and reyerence 
we owe to Scripture ftands upon the foot of the 


lame Authority, I ſhall deſpair of ever knowing 
what a juſt Conſequence is. I could quote to you, 
| Stapleton, Bellarmin, and Melchior Canus, and a 


great many more, to prove that this is the Doctrine 
even of their moderate Writers : But as I appre- 
hend this will not be deny'd, I chooſe to ſhew you 
that how plauſible ſoever this diſtinction may ap- 
pear, there is really nothing in it to the purpoſe ; 


and that tho' there were, yet that it is utterly falſe 


that the Church has any ſuch Authority upon which 
the Authority of Scripture as to us depends. | 
I. The diſtinction has no meaning pertinent to 


the preſent purpoſe ; nor is there any difference (as 


* Nam cum Scripture traditiones & omnia plane dogmata, ex Teſti- 
monio Eccleſiæ pendeant ; niſi eertiſſimi fimus que fit vera Eceleſia, in- 
eta erunt prorſus omnia. Bellarm. de Eccl Milif, E. 3. C. 10. 9. ad 
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to the matter in Hand) between the Authority of 
Soripture in it ſelf, and as to us. For what are we 
to underſtand by the Authority of Scripture in it 
felf ? So far as I find, what they ſay to explain it a- 
mounts to no more then this; that the Scriptures are 
ſacred and divine, and proceed from God as their 
Author: All which is very true; and it is as true that 
the Authority of the Scriptures reſults from their be- 
ing thus ſacred and divine; but their being ſo, is nor 
(properly ſpeaking) their Authority: For all proper 
Authority is relative to thoſe who owe regard and ſub- 
jection to it; and thus, the Authority of Scripture is 
that Power or Vertue which it has (as being the Word 
of God) to oblige us to believe and practice what i 
declares and enjoins: Which (if Words have any 
meaning) is its Authority as fo us. So that either 
this is a diſtinction without a difference; or at leaſt 
It is quite impertinent to the matter in debate. But 
tho” it were never ſo proper and pertinent, I add, 

2. It is utterly falſe that the Church has any ſuch 
Authority, upon which the Authority of Scripture 
as to us depends. For we have ſeen already that 
this Authority of Scripture ariſes from, and there 
fore muſt depend upon, its being the Word of God 
This, and not the authoritative Declaration of the 
Church that it is ſo, is what gives it its binding 
Force, even as to us, Well, but till it is asked 
over again, How do you know that theſe Scrip- 
tures are the Word of God but by the Teſtimony 
of the Church? So that after all, Recourſe muſt 
be had to her Authority. To which I anſwer over 
again, That as I have other Proofs beſides the Te- 
ſtimony of the Church, by which I am induced to 
believe the Scriptures go be the Word of God; * 
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the Teftimony of the Church is ſo different a thing 


this caſe, without ſubmitting to the latter. 

St. Paul ſays to the Epheſians (what is equally true 
of the whole Chriſtian Church) Ie are built upon the 
Foundation of the Prophets and Apoſtles, Feſus Chriſt 
| himſelf being the chief Corner-Stone I; 1. e. not the 
Per ſons of the Prophets, Apoſtles, and Jeſus Chr ſt, 
but the Dactrines and Truths taught by them, and 
contained in the Scriptures, are the Foundation 
on which the Church is built: All the Authority 
and Privileges therefore with which this Church is 
inveſted, muſt ſtand upon the ſame Bottom; i. e. 
upon Scripture : And to ſay Truth, hither they re- 
fer us for the Proof of them. Is this conſiſtant 


as to us, depends upon the Authority of the Church? 


Scripture. with one Hand, and give Authority to 
Scripture with the other? Do the Foundation and 
Superſtructure change Places, and mutually become 
both to each other? In defiance of theſe, and a 
great many more ſuch Abſurdities, it is ſtill inſiſted 
on that the Church has this Authority: And Sta- 
pleton will tell you, That though Hermas's Paſtor is 
indeed an Apocryphal Book, yet the Church might 
if ſhe had pleaſed have decreed it to be a Canonical 
one, and obliged her Children to have received it 
as ſuch. What ſhall we fay to ſuch an Aſſertion? 
am not the firſt who has been led by it, to call to 
mind what Tertullian and Chryſoſtom ſay, upon Oc- 


+ Eph. i, 20, 


and 


N 1 * > 


from its Authority, that I may credit the former in 


with their ſaying, That the Authority of Scripture, 


What, does the Church receive Authority from 


cation of the Senate of Rome's Authority to judge 
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and determine, what Gods ſhould be owned and 
worſhipped by the Romans. The former ſays, 4. 
mong you, Deity is examined into juſt as Men pleaſe, 
and unleſs the God whoſe Deity they are enquiti ng in. 
to pleafes them, be ſhall be no God for them*. I ie 
latter fays, That the Roman Senate has this D711: 
or Privilege, to vote for, and admit into the Number 
of their Gods . May it not be ſaid in che ſame 
manner of Rome Papal, That unleſs Scripture 
pleaſes them it ſhall not be Scripture ; and that 
what Books ſhall be, and have the Authority of, 
Scripture, is to be carried by their Votes, and de- 
termined by their Decree ? But the Claim (inſolent 
as it is) calls for a graver Anſwer: Take the fol- 
lowing one. Hermas either did, or he did not, 
write the Book called Paſtor under divine Inſpira- 
tion; and conſequently, it either was, or was not, 
Canonical (i. e. an authoritative Rule of Faith and 
Manners) as ſoon as he had publiſhed it, and before 
the Church had determined any thing about it. It 
it was, there was no need of the Authority of the 
Church to give Authority to the Book; for by the 
fame Reaſons by which it was proved to be written 
by Infpiration, it was proved to be of divine Autho- 
rity: If it was not, no Authority in the World 
could make it ſuch. You will pleaſe to obſerve, 
Thar the ſame Reaſoning will ſerve, as to all Books, 
whether really or pretendedly belonging to the Ca- 


* Apid ves de humano arbitratu divinitas per fi::tur; nifi hominl 
Deus placuerit, Deus non erit, Tertul, Apol C. 5. p. C. Ed. Rigaltii, 
Ann. 1634 5 . 

1 Tev]n dN Ai [marg. 622040] Nee νe⁰bq Ee, Seis. 
Cbry/oft, Op V. 3. p. 686. Ed Sail. | S200 
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6 
non; and effectually diſprove any Intereſt that the 
Authority of the Church has in this Matter. I 
on to the Third Propoſition. „ 
III. That the Church hath Authority to inter- 
pret and fix the Senſe of Scripture; and that all 
| Chriſtians are obliged to receive and ſubmit to her 
Interpretation. Thus the Council of Trent hath 
decreed, That © it belongs to the Church to judge 
« of the true Senſe and Interpretation of Scripture, 
« and that no Perſon ſhall dare to interpret it in 
« Matters relating to Faith and Manners, to any 
« Senſe contrary to that which the Church has held, 
and does {till hold, or contrary to the unanimous 
« Conſent of the Fathers *. In which Words we 
are referred,. you ſee, to the Church, and to the 
unanimous Conſent of the Fathers, for the true 
denſe and Interpretation of Scripture. Now to paſs 
by the ridiculous Abſurdity of referring private 
Chriſtians to the Decrees of Popes or Councils, or to 
the Writings of the Fathers, which they have neither 
Leiſure nor Skill to conſult; I would fain know 
how it is poffible for the moſt learned and labori- 
ous Man in the World to come at the Senſe of Scrip- 
ture this Way? Has the Church it ſelf (mean by it 
what you will) always been uniformly of the ſame 
Opinion, as to the Senſe of all the Texrs of Scrip- 
ture, which ſhe has interpreted? If this ſhould be 
pretended, the contrary may eaſily be ſhewn. Take 
any one Text of Sctipture, about the Senſe of which 
Proteſtants and Papiſts diſagree, and I will defy a- 
ny Man alive to prove, that the Fathers unanimouſ- 
ly agree in that Interpretation of it, which the Pa- 
Conc. Trid. Seff. 4. Deeret. de Edit. & uſu Sacr. Libr. 
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piſts contend for, againſt the Proteſtants. How 
then is it poſſible to find the Senſe of Scripture this 
way, when the Church it ſelf has not always, and 
in all Points, been of the ſame Mind; when the 
Fathers are far from always agreeing with them- 
ſelves, or with one another; and when the Doc- 
trines and Interpretations of the Church of Rome 
on the one Hand, and the Fathers on the other, are 
in many Inftances ſo widely different? But that 
which is more directly to my preſent Purpoſe; is, 
to ſhew that ſuppoſing we could come at that Inter- 
pretation of Scripture which the Church holds, and 
the Fathers agree in; though this might afford a fa- 
vourable Preſumption that ſuch Interpretation is | 
right; yet it does by no means follow from hence, 
that the Church may authoritatively fix the Senſe of 
Scripture; or that no Man may in any caſe (be the 
Reaſons never ſo good) differ from or reject her In- 


terpretation. 


Our Adverſaries charge us with Pride and Diſ- 
obedience, a Spirit of Faction and Rebellion, 
for not blindly ſubmitting to the Decrees of the 
Church: But the Charge is an unjuſt one. They 
know, or may know (for it has often been declared) 
that we are ready to pay all proper Deference to the 
Judgment of wiſe and learned Men: And when 2 
great Number, and a long Succeſſion of ſuch, can 
be ſhewn to have agreed in the In terpretation of a- 
ny Texts of Scripture; eſpecially if ſuch their A- 
greement appears to have proceeded from ſober En- 
quiry, and thorough Conviction, without Preju- 
dice or corrupt Biaſs; we own that great Regard is 
to be had to them, and that ſuch their Interprets- 

| tion 


is not lightly to be rejected or departed from: 
But ſtill we cannot ſubmit to them as Lords of our 
Faith: We are ready to hear them' and learn of 
them ; but we can ſee no Reaſon why they ſhould 
be to us inſtead of Chriſt, or expect from us that 
implicit Submiſſion which is due to him only, and 
thoſe commiſſioned by him, and inſpired by his 
Spirit, He that is any thing verſed in the Writings 
of the Papiſts, has often found them boaſting of 
their Omnes, Semper, & Ubique; The whole Church, 
all the Fathers, at all Times, and in all Places, a- 
greeing in their Doctrines and Interpretations of 
Scripture. They have been often anſwered (and I 
| believe Proteſtants are ſtill of the ſame Mind) thar 
as to any Points in which they can ſhew /uch an 
Agreement, we will not oppoſe or contradict them, 
But then as we know that ſuch Agreement can ne- 
ver be ſhewn, in any of the Points in Difference 
betwixt them and us; ſo we take leave farther to 
declare, that even in this caſe, our giving in to, and 
not oppoſing Points ſo agreed, would be owing to a 
rational Perſuaſion, that things ſo univerſally main- 
tained muſt be true, and nor to an Opinion of any 
proper Authority the Perſons ſo agreeing have over 
us in theſe Matters. 
You ſee then that we are ready to pay to Church 
and Fathers all proper Deference and Regard ; and 
where they have Reaſon or Scripture on their Side, 
we have no Inclination to diſagree with them. But 
it is Authority which is claimed; it is blind Submiſ- 
ſion that is required; without which all the reſt (it 
is pretended) ſignifies nothing. Let us ſee then up- 
on what this Authority to interpret Scripture for us, 


and 
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and this Demand of implicit Submiſſion from us, 
is founded. Is it upon Scripture ; or any Promiſe 


there given them, of an infallible Guidance by the 


Spirit of God, in theſe Matters ? Their Proofs of 
this ſort, will be conſidered and confuted when J 
come to the Point of Infallibility. Is it that they 
have greater natural Abilities or acquired Advan- 
tages, for interpreting Scripture, than Proteſtants 
have ? Beſides that this can never be proved, and 
need not be granted ; we are firmly perſuaded, that 
ſuch Freedom of Enquiry as Proteſtants plead for, 
and exerciſe in interpreting Scripture, 1s an Advan- 
tage for coming at the true Senſe of it; which 
thoſe of the Church of Rome, who are bound down 
by the Decrees of Popes and Councils, and the Opi- 
nions of Fathers, muſt neceſſarily want: And af- 
ter all, ſuppoſing they had theſe ſuperior abilities 


and advantages; though upon this account it might | 


be fit to attend to, and conſider whether the Senſe 
they fix on Scripture be the true one; yet it would 
by no means prove them to be Authoritative In- 
terpreters. Is it that they uſe properer Means, 
take fitter Methods to come at the Senſe of Scrip- 
ture than we do; and that therefore their Au- 
thority in this Matter, ſhould be owned and ſub- 
mitted to? We ſay they do not; but however 
let any impartial . Perſon judge between us. We 
think the proper methods to be taken for this Pur- 
poſe, are to conſult the Scriptures in the Original 
Languages; to compare the more obſcure and diffi- 
cult Texts of it, with thoſe which ſpeak of the 
ſame Matters more plainly and intelligibly ; not to 
underſtand any particular Texts of Scripture CR 

a Senſe, 


written to, Time, Place, &c. which may give Light 
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a Senſe, as contradicts, or is inconſiſtent with, the 
whole Deſign and Tenour of it; to attend diligent- 
ly to all ſuch Circumſtances of Perſons writing or 


to the Matter we are enquiring after ; in ſhort, the 
very fame Methods which all Men of Senſe take, to 
underſtand Writings of any other ſort, in which 
they meet with difficulties : And he that on account 
of the Importance and Sacredneſs of the Marters en- 
quired into, ſhall add fervent Prayer to the Father 
of Lights, and his utmoſt Care to keep his Mind 
free from Luſt, Paſſion, and corrupt Prejudices; as 
he may reckon upon it, that he will not be left ig- 
norant of any Truth neceſſary to Salvation, nor ſuf- 
fered to fall into any damnable Error; ſo he bids 
fair for coming at the true Senſe of Scripture, even 
in Matters of leſs Moment. 

But all theſe methods (ſay our Adverſaries) are 
inſufficient, and have been found unſucceſsful ; 
thoſe who pretend to make uſe of them ſtill differ 
in their Interpretation of Scripture. I Anſwer, that 
tho' they may differ in matters of leſs Importance, 
yet there is no Reaſon to think that thoſe who ho- 
neſtly uſe theſe methods, ſhall ever be ſuffer'd to err 
in any Points abſolutely neceſſary to their Salvation. 
Let us ſee however, what are thoſe better and ſurer 
methods which they follow : Stapleton reckons 
up four of them : the Rule of Faith, (of which 
Tradition is a part); the Practice of the Church; the 
Senſe of Scripture in which the Fathers agree ; and 
the Senſe decreed by Councils: Theſe you are to fol- 
low and you cannoterr; and theſe are the only ſure 
methods of Interpreting Scripture, As to the firſt of 
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theſe,” the Rule of Faith; ſo far as they mean Scrip- 
ture by it, we are agreed; for they know we own 
Scripture to be the beſt help to interpret Scripture, 
But when they take in unwritten Tradition as a part 


be Interpreted by that; we reject it, as being for 


particularly as being it ſelf much more obſſ{cure, 
uncertain, and doubtful, than Scripture which is to 
be interpreted by the help of it. And then as to 
the other three methods preſcrib'd ; ſurely nothing 
was ever more impertinent; it is a direct taking for 
granted, the Point in debate: the Enquiry is, what 
are the beſt methods of Interpreting and coming at 
the Senſe of Scripture? The anſwer is, Follow the 
Church, Fathers, and Councils: 7. e. don't Interpret 
or judge of the Senſe of it, (tho' this is the very 


Interpretation and Senſe of it, which others have 
Authoritatively determin'd beforehand. 

For tho' theſe are called methods or means of 
interpreting Scripture ; and by our being directed 
to them for that purpoſe, one might be apt to con- 
clude that we were to fix the Senſe of Scripture by 
the uſe of theſe means; and to judge how far they 
are or are not uſeful for that purpoſe ; yet I can 
aſſure you that no ſuch thing is intended or will be 
allow'd ; ſo far from it, that the Council of Trent 
(as you have heard) has decreed, that no Man ſhall 
dare to interpret Scripture to any Senſe, contrary to 
that which the Church holds, and the Fathers agree 
in: And let who will ſet about the work of inter- 
preting Scripture, tho he be never ſo well am 


of the Rule of Faith, and tell us that Scripture is to 


many reaſons utterly unfit for any ſuch oben 


thing propos'd to be done) but blindly follow the 
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for it; at his peril be it, if in matters of Faith or 
Manners, he de parts a hair's breadth from what is 
before determin'd to be the true Senſe of it. So that 
you ſee after all, when they talk of private Perſons 
Interpreting Scripture, and ſeem to direct to what 
they call proper methods of judging of thetrue Senſe 
of it; they really mean no ſuch thing, nor willallow 
any ſuch Priviledge to any body but their own 
Church: nay, if they would Speak conſiſtently, they 
muſt all of them own, what a very powerful party 
among them aſſert and maintain; that the Authorit 

of interpreting Scripture is inherent in his Holineſs, 
the Pope: for their Rule of Faith, is that which the 
Pope approves; their Uſage and Practice of the 


| Church, is what he pleaſes ro obſerve himſelf, and 


dire& others to obſerve; the Interpretation of the 


Fathers, is what he ſees fit to follow; and the De- 


crees of Councills are then only binding, when he 

has graciouſly vouchſaf'd to confirm them. 
There is another Argument upon which they lay 
very great Streſs, in proving this Authority of the 
Church to interpret Scripture. I will juſt mention 
it here, tho' it will be more fully confider'd and 
anſwer'd under the head of Infallibility. It is thus: 
Scripture (they tell us) is an unſensd Letter, (tis 
their own Expreſſion). It has no determinate mean- 
ing or ſignification of its own; and in order to un- 
derſtand it rightly, it is neceſſary that ſome body 
ſhou'd have Authority to interpret and fix the Senſe 
of it; This Power (they fay). Chriſt has given to 
the Church; and who ſo fit for it? Who ſo likely 
to make a good uſe of it? That we may not be 
impos d upon by this ſpecious Argument; It muſt 
be 


( 22 ) 

be remember'd that there is a wide Difference he. 
tween interpreting Scripture by the beſt helps, ang 
in the beſt manner we can; and doing it authorita. 
tively, ſo as to oblige the Conſciences of Men t0 
receive and ſubmit to our Interpretation, without 
varying from it or daring to contradict it. The 
former we ſay the Chriſtian Church, and every 
Member of it, may do, and are allow'd and encou- 
rag'd by their Saviour to do it: Nay, if they ſet 
honeſtly about it, they may hope for and reckon 
upon ſuch divine Aſſiſtance, as will ſecure them 
from any ſuch miſtakes as will prove damnable at 
laſt: The latter, is what neither this nor any other 
Argument in the World will ever prove. | 

For any Man to ſay that Scripture is an wnſens1 
Letter, which has no certain ſenſe or meaning till 
the Church determines what that ſenſe or meaning 
is; is talking either very impertinently, or very im- 
pudently: If they intend by it, that the Words or 
Letters of Scripture, as written or printed on Paper, 
are mere arbitrary marks, and have no meaning in 
them; it is utterly impertinent: For this is equa]- 
ly true of all the Books and Writings in the World; 
it is as true of their interpretation of Scripture 
when committed to Paper, as of Scripture itſelf. 
If they intend by it, that the Letters and Wordsof 
Scripture are not fitted to convey to, or excite in 
our Minds, any certain and determinate meaning; 
it is horridly impudent: It is a bold affront to the 
bleſſed God, and an unworthy diſparagement of the 
Revelation he has vouchſaf' d us in his Word. Are 
we then to think, that tho Men can by writing or 


ſpeaking convey their meaning to each other, _ 


„„ 

all the certainty that is needful; yet that the bleſſed 

God cannot? Or ſhall we ſay, that tho he could, yet 
he would not? Even when he was giving us a Book 
| which could be of no uſe to us any farther than it was 

underſtood; concerning which he himſelf declares, 
de! chat it is profitable to all neceſſary purpoſes, and able 
so make us wiſe to Salvation. In ſhort, if this au- 
") WS thoritative claim is a juſt one, Scripture (for ought 
| ſee) deſerves this, and all the reſt of the diſparag- 
| ing things, they have ſaid about it: For upon this 
Suppoſition, it can be of no uſe to us, nor have we 
any need of it: If it has no determinate meaning 
till the Church by Inſpiration fixes one, to what 
purpoſe was it to commit the divine will to writ- 
ing? For any good end it anſwers, it ſeerns to us, 
God might as well conſtantly, or as occaſion of- 
fer'd, have reveal'd his Will to Popes and Councils, 


6; to be by them handed out to particular Chriſtians ; 
or s be oblig'd ſtill to reveal the true ſence and mean- 
jr Ning of choſe writings. The ſuppoſition therefore 
in WY upon which this Argument proceeds, is you ſee both 
la- impudent and falſe; and the Conſequence drawn 
d; from it, that therefore the Church may and can 
ure aut boritatively and infallibly interpret theſe un- 
ſelf. meaning Scriptures, is of a Piece with it; as I ſhall 
of 6 you more fully by and by. I go on to a fourth 
> In alm 150 | 

ng; IV. That ſince many Things which ought to be 


the believed and done, are not at all contained in Scrip- 
the wre, the Church hath Authority to decree angen- 
Are ein theſe Things as neceſſary to Salvation; and all 
5 Of Chriſtians. are thereupon obliged to believe and 
with practiſe accordingly. I readily own, that upon ſome 
all | Occa- 
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ſions, the Popiſd Writers themſelves will ſome 
of them ſay Things utterly inconſiſtant with this 
Claim. Thus, e. g. Bellarmin tells us in one Place 
of his Writings (though it plainly contradicts what 
he himſelf ſays elſewhere) That no Propoſition can | 
be [de fide] an Article of Faith, but what is reveal- 
ed in Scripture*. Others of them have in Words 
expreſly diſclaimed all Power in the Church to coin 
new Articles of Faith. But it will be eaſy to ſhew 
you, that many of them claim this Authority for 
the Church; and that all of them hold ſuch Prin- 
ciples from which it muſt neceflarily follow ; tho 
when it ſerves their Purpoſe they would ſeem to 
diſclaim it. Many of them expreſly claim it: Thus, 
e. g. Melchior Canus ſays, There are many Things 
belonging to the Faith of Chriſtians, which are 
neither manifeſtly nor obſcurely contained in the 
ſacred Scriptures. Stapleton will tell you, That 
many Things neceſſary to be believed, in order to 
Salvation, are not comprehended in the Scriptures, 
but are recommended to us only by the Authority 
of the Church. And elſewhere, That the Church 
may propoſe and define Matters of Faith, without 
any evident, or ſo much as probable, Teſtimony of 
Scripture. I might add many more, if 1t were 
needful: But I go on, to ſhew you, That they all 
hold ſuch Principles from which it neceſſarily fol- 
lows, that the Church has Authority to decree ma- 
ny Things as neceſſary to Salvation, which thc 


$ 


: 383 eſt enim, propolitionem fidei concludi tali ſyllogiſmo, 
Quicquid Deus revelavit in Scripturis eſt verum: Hoc Deus revela- 
vit in Scripturis: Ergo hoc eſt yerum. Bellarm, De Verb. Dei L. 3: 

C. 10, Reſp. ad Arg. 15. . 
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ture takes no Notice of. | +5. 
They all maintain, that Tradition unwritten, is & 


part of the Ruleof Faith, and 70 be received with 
| the ſame pious Affection and Reverence; that is due to 
WH Scripture*. Now by the Help of thisſame Tradition, 
i they know a Power of Things, of which our Bibles 
. ſay never a Word. And as you heard before con- 


cerning Scripture, that its Authority, as tous, depends 
upon the Authority of the Church, and that it 
has no certain meaning other than what the Church 


: is pleaſed to put upon it, and propoſe to us to be be- 
0 lieved; So they tell us as to unwritten Traditions too 
. that tho they come either from the Mouth of Chriſt 
himſelf, or were dictated by the Holy Spirit, and have 
” been handed down by a continued Succeſſion +; yet 
85 that they received all their Authority from the 
he Church: 1. e. If theſe Traditions relate to Matters 
© of Faith, no Man is obliged to believe them; or if 
8. they relate to Manners, no Man is obliged to ob- 
ferve them, as neceſſary to Salvation; till the 
5 Church has declared and propoſed them to be ſo: 
«i But then, as ſoon as ever the Church has interpo- 
A {ed with her Authority, to propoſe and declare 
—_ them as neceſſary to Salvation, immediately they 
* are ſo. Would you think it? To believe the per- 
go” petual Virginity of the bleſſed Virgin ſhall be an 
fa. Article of Faith; and to faſt in Leut, ſhall be a pi- 
ma- us Practice, neceſſary to Salvation; if the Church 
the bleaſes to propoſe and declare them ſuch. On the 
5 other Hand; To believe that God is in Cbriſt Feſus 
5 reconciling the World unto himſelf, and to pray to 
evela- | 52 
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God in the Name of Chriſt Feſus; ſhall neither of 
them be neceſſary to Salvation, till the Church de- 
 Qlares them to be ſo. Nay, you could never know 
that the former is a Chriſtian Doctrine, and the 
latter a-Chriſtian Duty, unleſs the Church had told 
you that ſuch and ſuch Texts of Scripture are to be 
interpreted to this Senſe: and had, by her Authori- 
ty, declared them neceſſary to Salvation. 

I am apt to think, this will appear ſtrange, and 
ſound harſhly to Proteſtant Ears; but I can tell you 
ſomewhat elſe, which, it may be, you will wonder 
at as much: Some of their own Authors are ingenu- 
ous enough to own, that all thoſe Doctrines and 
Practices of the Church, whoſe Author and Origi- 
nal is not to be found in Scripture, are to be reck- 
oned Apoſtolical Traditions: and they own that 

the following are of this ſort: St. Peter's having 
been at Rome, and the Primacy of the Biſhop of 
that See; the Sacrifice of the Altar; real Preſence; 
Communion in one kind; private Maſs ; the 
keeping and adoring the conſecrated Hoſt the Sacta- 
ments of Confirmation, Orders, Matrimony, Pe- 
nance, and extreme Unction; the Neceſſity of au- 
ricular Confeſſion to a Prieſt; Indulgences; Pur- 
gatory; and in Pour almoſt every Point in Diffe- 
rence between them and us: And yet after all, cheſe 
very Men, when they debate theſe Points with Pro- 
teſtants, have the Face to quote Scripture to us in 
Defence of them, after owning that they are not 
founded upon Scripture, but only upon Apoftolical 
Tradition. Authority and Infallibility will it feems 
bear them ont, in doing what we fallible Hereticks 
think very ſtrange things. It falls not within my 
Province to detect the Falſhood and Forgery of theſe 
5 unwritten 
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unwritten Traditions, by the help of which ſuch 
marvellous Feats are to be done: But after having 
ſhewn you that they have made many Things to 
be de fide, and neceflary to Salvation, which they 
own have no other Foundation ; it is my Bufinefs 
to prove to you, that they have no Authority to do 
ſo: And to ſhew you moreover, that as to thoſe 
Things which are contained in Scripture, their be- 
ing Articles of Faith, and neceffary to Salvation, 
depends, not upon the authoritative Propofition or 
Declaration of the Church, but upon their having 
this Streſs laid upon them in Scripture it ſelf. 

As I was muſing with my ſelf, how to propoſe 


k- my Argument againft fuch Authority, in the clear- 
"at eft and moſt intelligible manner; I art firſt thought 
no it might be proper to begin with enquiring, Whe- 


ther abſolutely every thing which the Church may 
ke fit to propoſe and declare neceflary to be believ- 
ed and done in order to Salvation, be for that Rea- 
ſon, and that Reaſon only /o neceſſary ? If the An- 
ſwer had been (as ſurely it ought to be) No; I 
ſhould have gone on and reaſon'd thus: It follows 
therefore, that beſides the authoritative Propoſition 
and Declaration of the Church, there muſt be ſome- 
what either in the Nature of the Things themſelves, 
or in the Source and Original from whence the 
derive, which contributes (at leaſt) towards their 
not being neceflary to Salvation, and without which it 
olical i would not be fit, even for the Church it ſelf, to 
declare them ſo. And from hence I defigned to 
have concluded the very Point I was to prove, that 
in mi therefore it is not the Church's authoritative Pro- 
polition and Declaration only, that can make rheſe 
02 things 


( 28) 
things neceſſary to be believed and done in order to 
Salvation. And I am fully perſuaded, that if the 
Enquiry juſt now mentioned, be anſwered in the 
negative, this Reaſoning thereupon, would be un- 
anſwerably concluſive. But I foon ſaw Reaſon to 
alter my Method of Arguing ; becauſe I ſuſpected 
whether I might not be anſwer'd in the affirma- 
tive; that abſolutely every thing which the Church 
may ſee fit to propoſe and declare neceſſary to Sal. 
vation, is ſo, for that reaſon, and that Reaſon on- 
1y. For why ſhould I imagine any thing to be too 
abſurd for the Church of Rome to decree neceſſary 


to be believ'd, after it has decreed the Doctrine of 


Tranſubſtantiation neceſſary to. be believ'd ? Why 
ſhould I think any thing could be too trifling for 
that Church to require, which has recommended 
Pilgrimages to the Churches and Reliques of dead 
Saints? Why ſhould I take it for granted, that any 
thing was ſo monſtrouſly bad and wicked, that the 
Authority of the Church it felf cannot make it 
neceſſary to be believ'd or done; when their great 
Champion Bellarmin has told us in fo many Words“, 
that if the Pope thro' miſtake, ſhould command 
Vice and forbid Vertue, the Church (unleſs ſhe 
would fin againſt Conſcience) would be oblig'd to 
believe that Vice is good and Vertue evil? Thele 
things confider'd, I choſe to proceed thus: 

The Advocates of Rome will J ſuppoſe own, that 
whatever the Church uight do, ſhe never has, nor 


Fides Catholica docet, omnem virtutem eſſe bonam, omne vitiun 
eſſe malum : Si autem Fapa erraret pracipiendo vitia, vel prohibendo 
virtuces, teneretur Eccleſia credere vitia eſſe bona, & virtutes mala 
niſi vellet contra Conſciemtiam peccaie. Bellarm. De Rom. Pontif. L. 4 
al. | 
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ever 


is always pleaded as the ground of what ſhe decrees. 


did know it, they either declar'd it to, or they con- 


laid to the Elders of the Church of Epheſus whom 


which they knew to be neceſſary to Salvation: 


( 29) 
ever will propoſe or declare any thing as neceſſary 


to Salvation, but what is founded either upon Scrip- 
ture or Apoſtolical Tradition; for one or both thele, 


Now the Apoſtles from whom Scripture and theſe 
Traditions are ſaid to have come down to us, either 
knew that thoſe things which the Church takes 
thence and decrees or propoſes as neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, were indeed neceſſary to Salvation; or they 
did not know it: Attend now to the Conſequences, 
which ever way this queſtion is anſwer'd. If they 


ceal'd it from, thoſe to whom they preach'd ® : 
Surely it won't be ſaid that they conceal'd any thing 
that was abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation; this 
wou'd be charging them with unfaithfulneſs to 
their Truſt : Particularly as to St. Paul, it wou'd 
be charging him with high Preſumption for pro- 
nouncing even an Angel from Heaven, or any Man 
upon Earth, accurſed, who ſhou'd preach any other 
Goſpel +, than that which he and the reſt of the 
Apoſtles had received themſelves and taught to o- 
thers: It would be giving him the lie for havin 


he ſent for to Miletus, that he had kept back nothing 
that was profitable, and therefore to be ſure nothing 
that was neceſſary ; and again that he had not. ſhun- 
ned to declare to them all the Counſel of God 1. 80 
that I think we may venture to affirm, that neither 
he nor any other of the Apoſtles conceal'd any thing 


* Vid. Chilling. Ch. 4. Sect. 18. p. m. 144 145. f Sal. 1. 8, 9. 
+ Act. xx. 20, 7. | | 


Every 


1 LE 

Every thing of this fort therefore that they knew, 
they certainly declar d; and if they declar'd it to 
be neceflary to Salvation, T can't imagine what need 
there can be of the Church's Authoritative propo- 


thority, any where, to decree what ſhall be neceſ- 
fary to Salvation; other than that of the A poftles 
themſelves, under Chriſt the Head of the Church. 
Let us ſee now what follows upon ſuppoſition the 
Queſtion ſhould be anſwer'd the other way; 1. 
that the Apoſtles did mot know, concerning is of 
thoſe things grounded upon Scriprure, or Tradition 
proceeding from them, that they were neceſſary to 
Saivation ; but which being ſo in themſelves, (tho' 
they did not know ut) the Church hath fince de- 
elar'd them to be fo. If this is the Caſe, I would 
fain be told how the Church ſince the Apoſtles 
Days, came to know more fully and compleatly 
what is neceſſary to Salvation, than the Apoſtles 
theimſelves did? I don't know that ſhe pretends to 
any new Revelations of this ſort; and if ſhe ſhould 


of their coming from God, than I think her able 
to produce: and yet I cannot devize how the Church 
of Rome thould come to know more than the Apo- 
ſtles, but by new Revelation. . 

I can think of but one poſſible way. of evading 
the force of this Reaſoning, and that is ſo poor an 
one that it ſcarce deſerves to be regarded: It is thus; 
that the Church neither knows, nor pretends to 
know, better than the Apoſtles, what 1s neceſſary 
to Salvation; but the Apoſtles might know ſeveral 


things, which tho they were not neceſſary to Sal- 
I vation 


fal and Declaration; or how there can be any Au- 


pretend to them, we ſhould expect otherguiſe Proofs 
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ration in their Days, would become' neceffiry” in 
after Times; and therefore took Care to hand — 
down to the Church by Tradition, that ſhe might 
| exerciſe her Authority in propoſing and declaring 
them vo be neceſſary to Salvation at ſuch Times and 
in ſuch Circumſtances, as ſhe in her great Prudence 
and Infallible Judgment thought fit. But let us 
conſider ; Things neceſſary to Salvation at one time 
and not at another? Neceſſary in our Days, and 
not ſo in the Days of the Apoſtles? Neceſſary to 


f Chriſtians of later Ages, and not ſa to the primi- 
f tive Chriſtians ? Sure is cannot be true: I always 
R thought that to be che Chriſtian Faith, which 
5 was once (and at once) delivered to the Saints * "x 
y Chriſt and his Apoſtles. But to let that paſs: 

7 this was the caſe, methinks the dies ſhould 
0 have taken care to leave it upon record, or at leaft 
by to have given us ſome Hint in Scripture, that more 
ly would be neceſſary to Salvation in after times than 
5 was then: And yet I cannot find any thing like this 
to Wl (but a great deal to the contrary) in all the New Te- 
1d ſtament. But it may be, tho' Scripture ſays nothing 
\f; of this ſore, Tradition does ; and that you know, 
Jle ſerves their Purpoſe full as well: 1 do not remem- 
ch ber ever yet to have heard of any ſuch Tradition; 


but if ever I ſhould, it will appear to me ſo very 
unlikely to have proceeded from the Apoſtles, that 
[ ſhall ſtrongly ſuſpect it of Forgery, and demand 
very clear Proofs of its Genuineneſs, before I give 
Credit to it. 1 go. on to the fifth and: laſt * 


tion. 
” Jude, ver. Iv 


* 


V. That 
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V. That the Church has Authority to judge and 
determine in all Controverſies relating to matters of 
Faich; and that Chriſtians are obliged to be deter. 
mined by, and ſubmit to her Judgment and Deciſi- 
on. I need not ſpend your time in proving that 
ſuch Authority is claim'd in behalf of the Church: 
Councils have ſo often, and Popes do ſo continually 
exerciſe it; calling all thoſe Hereticks and accurſed 
(and as far as they have it in their Power treating | 
them as ſuch) who oppoſe the Church's Decreex, 
or who, in any Controverſies of Faith which ariſe, 
decline her Judgment, and refuſe ſubmiſſion to het | 
Determinations ; that there can be no need of far- | 
ther Evidence. Let us ſee how this Claim is ſup- 
ported: By much the ſame ſort of Proofs (we ſhall : 
find) as the former; particularly the third, To in- i 
terpret and give the Senſe of Scripture, which has b 
no certain Senſe till ſhe fixes it: and from what tl 
was ſaid in Confutation of that, this before us C 
might ſufficiently be diſproved: So that J ſhall BW 4 
need to ſay the leſs upon it here. | ar 

Briefly thus: If they can but perſuade you to Wi cx 
take three Steps with them (they are pretty large WI an 
ones indeed) the Point will be proved: There muii ſh 
be a Judge of Controverſies ; Scripture is not fit to cle 
be, nor can poſſibly be, that judge; the Church th; 
and ſhe alone is fit for that Office, and inveſted WM 2; 
with this Authority, by Chriſt her inviſible Head. 
And therefore ſhe has this Authority, and is in the 


. . * * 3 ö i 
right to exerciſe and employ it. That there mul Sip 
be a Judge of Controverſies, meaning thereby 2M Cr 
living, ay and an infallible one; they all affirm ay 

* 


with the utmoſt Confidence: Their Proofs of bar, 


( 33) 
which will be conſidered preſently. That Scrip2 
ture is not fit to be, cannot poſſibly be, this Judge, 
they are very poſitive; nor will we contradict them 
if they mean a living and infallible Judge, accord- 
ing to the ſtrict meaning of that Word: But then 
we ſay, that theſe Scriptures are very fit, nay the 
fitteſt thing in the World, to be the Rule by which 
_ Chriſtians ſhould judge and determine all Diſputes 
concerning Matters of Faith; as will no doubt be 


85 proved to you in the next Diſcourſe. Well, but 
e, the Church, i. e. (for ſo they mean) the Pope, or a 
ef Council, or the Pope preſiding in a Council, and 


confirming its Decrees, is ft to be, and endowed 


p- with Infallibility that it may be, this Judge of Con- 
all . troverſies. That it has no ſuch Infallibility ſhall 
in- be proved hereafter : and that ſhe is ſo far from 
has being the only fit Judge, as not to be at all fir for 
hat that Office,“ is plain from hence; that in all theſe 
vs Controverſies ſhe is a party ; and her Power and 
hall Authority, her Temporal Grandeur and Intereſt; 

are ſo nearly concerned in them, that it is not to be 
u to expected ſhe ſhould exerciſe this Office with Equity 
large Wi and Impartiality. And if I had time for it I could 
mull WF ſhew you, that from the time the firſt began to 


claim this authoritative and infallible Judgment, 
ſhe has us'd it in ſo corrupt and arbitrary a manner, 
as has quite for feited her Reputation for Honeſty 


* Quzrendi ſunt Judices : Si Chriſtiani de utraque parte dari non 
poſſunt ; quia ſtudiis veritas impeditur. De foris quætendus eſt Judex : 
di Paganus, non poteſt noſſe Chriſtiana ſecreta. Si Judzus, inimicus eſt 
Chriſtiani Baptiſmatis: Ergo in terris de hac re nullum poterit reperirf 
judicium ; de eclo quærendus eſt judex. Sed ut quid pulſamus ad cos 
lum, cum habeamus hic in Evangelio Teſtamentum ? Optat. Milev. adv? 
Varm. L. 5. p. 100. Ed, Lutet. 1676. Fol. | 
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and Integrity; and as muſt effectualy diſcourage all 
Who are not in her Intereſts, from ſubmitting to 
her Tribunal. | 

You have now heard the Claims of the Church 
6f Rome, for Authority in matters of Faith; You 
have heard too, ſome Part of what we have to fay 
(for all could not be ſaid in this compaſs of Time) 
for the Confutation of them. If, wondering at the 
Exorbitancy of theſe Claims, you ſhould ask, How 
ſhe could ever have the Inſolence to make them? | 
take the true Account of the Matter to be thus: 
That between Scripture and the Church of Rome, 
there is a moſt irreconcileable Difference: Both can- 
not poſſibly be in the right: If Scripture be true, 
many of her Doctrines muſt be falſe; great part of 
her Worſhip muſt be idolatrous; many of her Prac- 
tices abſurd and ſuperſtitious; and her whole Pow. 
er and Form of Government uſurp'd, arbitrary and 
tyrannical. She ſeems therefore to have put on a 
bold Face, and to have reſolved, that Scripture ſhall 
have no more Authority, no other Meaning, than 
the is gracioully pleaſed to allow: and if any thing, 
not 9 Þ met with in Scriprure, is found neceſſary 
to defend her Cauſe, and juſtify her Tyranny +, 
Tradition ſhall be applied to, to furniſh it out: Fe 
dition which ſhe can forge, alter, and make to ſay 
juſt what ſhe pleaſes. ” 

Igo on now to the other Point, INFALL1B1L1TY. 
Their Pretence to which is in itſelf ſo monſtrouſſy 

1 Cum enim ex Scripturis arguuntur (/c hceretici) in accufationem 
do avertuntur ipſarum Scripturarum, quaſi non recte habeant, neque (int 
ex auctoritate, es quia varie · ſunt dictæ, et quia non poſſit ex his inveni- 


ri Veritas, ab his qui neſciant Traditionem. Non enim per Literas tradi- 
tam illam, ſed per vivam vocem, & ſeq. Tren. contra Har. L. 5. C. 2 
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inſolent and abſurd; ſo utterly void of all ſolid 
Proof; ſo plainly contradictory to Hiſtory and in- 
diſputable Facts; ſuch a barefac'd Attempt to im- 
poſe upon the Reaſon and common Senſe of Man- 
kind, and to bring them into a Sta te of the moſt ab- 
ject Slavery; that it is really wonderful (to thoſe 
who are not acquainted with the Hiſtory of that 
Church, and the gradual Advances it made in De- 
mands of this ſort) how it ſhouſd ever enter into the 
Heads of mortal Men, to lay Claim to it. And yet 
the Fact is indiſputably true; they have long claim- 
ed it; they continue to do ſo; their whole Fabrick 
of Authority reſts upon this Claim, and falls when 
it is confuted; ſo that I ſhould be thought to ſpend 
your Time needleſsly, if I were to ſet about a la- 
boured Proof of it. Creſſy indeed, a Proſelyte from 
the Church of England to Popery, in the laſt Cen- 
tury, ſeems to have been ſick of the Word, and to 
have wiſh'd he could fairly have got rid of it: He 
tells us, No ſuch Word can be found in any Council: 
That he ſaw no Neceſſity that ever Proteſtants ſhould 
have heard it named, much leſs preſs d with ſo much 
Earneſtneſs, as (he owns) it has been, in their Books 
of Controverſy: That the Word Infallibility had 
veen combated by Chillingworth, with too great Suc- 
ceſs, which therefore he wiſhes were forgotten or laid 
afde 4; and intimates it as his Opinion, that the 
juſt Authority of the Church might do without it. 
The poor Man ſeem'd to have ſome little remains 

of Modeſty when he wrote this; but it is highly 
probable that his new Maſters ſchool'd him ſevere- 
for talking at this rate; for in an Appendix to an 


after 
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(36) 
after Edition of his Book, he unſays it all again, by 
telling us That the Church can neither deceive nor be 
© deceived; and that Authority and Infallibility in the 
| Church, are in Effe&t all one; for to ſay that the 
= Cburch bath Authority to oblige all Chriſtians to re- 
cerve ber Dofdrines, and withal to ſay ſhe is fallible, 
7s Extremity of Injuſtice and Tyranny *. But whe- 
„ther Creſſy had ever made this Recantation or no; 
=; The Church of Rome is fo wellappriz'd, that her Au- 
. thority can never be ſupported without the Claim 
of Infallibility; that as ſhe does not ſeem at all dif- 
poſed to give it up, ſoI am under no Apprehenſion 
of their reckoning it a Calumny, when we charge 
them with making this Claim. And indeed, nei- 
ther Creſy, ot what I have quoted from him, had 
been worth mentioning on this Occafion, were it 
not that I might warn you of thoſe Methods, which 
poſſibly the preſent Agents for the Church of Rome 
among us may take, to gain Proſelytes: I mean re- 
preſenting their Cauſc, and the Doctrines of the 
Church of Rome, in the ſofteſt and moſt favourable 
manner, and concealing as much as they can the 
moſt ſhocking Parts of it 0 that uncautious People 
may ſwallow it the more eaſily, This was ma- 
nifeſtly Cre/y's Intention, and it is not at all un- 
likely, that others are now making uſe of the 
ſame Arts. If you ſhould happen to meet with a- 
ny of them, who ſhould be for laying aſide this 
ſhocking Word Infallibility, while they are recom- 
mending their Religion to you; pray ask them, 
Whether chey, or any Papiſt, can or dare own that 
their Church has or may err in matters of Faith; | 
4 Exomol. Append. C 5. 
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If they ſhould tell you that their Councils do not 
uſe this Word, and that therefore they need not; 
ask them, Whether no Council ever decreed, that 
the Church on poteſt errare, cannot err? and if ſo, 
what is the Difference between its being impoſſible 
for her to err, and being infallible? Ask them, whe- 
ther their greateſt Doctors have not told us, that 


| were it not for the Infallibility of the Church, their 


Faith could have no Foundation, nor their Religion 
any Certainty? Nay, Whether the Council of Ba- 
i has not told us, that if once that pernicious Er- 
ror were admitted, that Councils may err, the whole 
Catholick Faith would totter. And to ſay Truth, 
this is talking (though falſly and impudently) yet 
conſiſtently at leaſt ; whereas thoſe (if really there 
be any ſuch) who tells us, that Authority will do of 
it ſelf, though they ſhould drop Infallibility ; not 
only contradi& the known Senſe of their Church, 
but in effect give up its Power, and deſtroy the 
Foundations upon which its Grandeur and Tyranny 
ſubſiſts. And accordingly in ſupporting thoſe aut bo- 

ritative Claims mentioned under the former Head, 

they always have recourſe to the Church's Infallibi- 

lity: a Perſuaſion of which does more to fatisfy 

their Votaries of the Juſtice of their Claims, and to 

diſpoſe them blindly to ſubmit to them, than all 

their others Proofs put together : For in ſhort, the 

whole of their Faith is reſolv'd, into the unerring 

Authority and Infallibility of their Church: So that, 

beſides what has been already ſaid, if I can (as I 

verily think I ſhall) confute their Pretenſions to the 

latter, it will be a farther (and it may be a more 

liriking) Proof, than any I have yet offer d, of the 

N Abſurdity 


(38) 
Abſurdity and Impudence of the former. To this 
end, and that we may the better underſtand what 
is preciſely the Point in debate, it will be of uſe, in 
the Firſt Place. 

I. To ſtate the notion of Infallibility: How far, 
and with reſpe& to what things, the Church of 
Rome lays claim to it. It will, I ſuppoſe, be grant- | 
ed me, that he who does not know abſolutely eve- 
ry thing, may poſſibly be miſtaken in ſome things: 
fince therefore it will be allow'd me that Omnilci- 
ence, -or the knowing abſolutely every thing that 
is knowable, is the Prerogative of God alone, and 
which no Man or number of Men can (or indecd 
does) lay claim to; It will follow that the Church 
is not abſolutely, and with reſpect to all things In- 
fallible: To do them juſtice, they don't pretend 
that ſhe is. The Queſtion therefore is, how far, and 
with reſpect to what things does ſhe pretend to be 
Infallible ? With one Voice they will all tell you that 
ſhe is infallible in matters of Faith: A few of them 
(I mean the 7e/urfs, in the famous diſpute between 
them, and the Janſeniſts) maintain'd, and would 
fain have got it to have been ſettled and univerſally 
own'd, that the Church (i. e. the Pope, for ſo the 
Jeſuits meant) was Infallible with relation to mat- 
ters of Fact alſo. Again: They will all of them 
(Ichink) own, that tho' the Church is Infallible in 
ker decrecs concerning Faith and Manners, yer that 
ſhe may become (and actually has at ſome times, 
been) greatly corrupt in Diſcipline and Practice; 
and that both her Head and her Members may be 
thus Corrupted. 


With 


( 39) 
With reſpe to this laſt Conceſſion, I cannot help 
obſerving, that to any Man of plain common Senſe, 
there appears to be a manifeſt Inconſiſtency in it. 
The Church is Infallible in its decrees with relation 
to Matters of Faith, and Manners : i. e. things to 
be believ'd, and things to be practis'd: As to the 
former, Matters of Faith; it not only decrees a- 
right; but it always actually believes right too: For 
Error, or varying the leaſt tittle from what the 
Church has decreed to be believ'd ; is Hereſy : and 
Hereſy ipſo facto cuts a Man off from the Church, 


a and excludes all hope of Salvation : But the Caſe is 
cd it ſeems) otherwiſe with reſpe& to Manners; for 


tho the Church does, and cannot but, decree as in- 
fallibly upon this Flead, as with reſpect to Matters 


of of Faith; yer the herſelf may become corrupt in 
nd ber Manners, and Practiſe many things (tho' ſhe 


be can never Believe any thing) contrary to her own De- 
hat crees, What ſhould make this Difference I cannot 
em devize; or Why a miſtake in the underſtanding, 


ſhould more effectually cut a Man off from the 


een | He 
vid Wy Communion of the Church, and the hope of Sal- 
ally nation, than the wickedneſs of his Heard and Life. 


the Jam ſure Sr. Paul tells us, that tho” he had the 
nat- ift of Prophecy, and underſtood all Myſteries, 
hem und all Knowledge; nay, tho' he had Faith ſo that 
le in he could remove Mountains, yet if he had no Cha- 
chat ty, ſhe ſhould be nothing“. The Charity he 
MES, there ſpeaks of, is on all Hands acknowledg'd ro 
ice; de the Source of holy Obedience and regular Prac- 


tice Whatever elſe I have, if I want this, I am 
nothing; and therefore one would think, not In- 


lallible: And why the Church of Rome after hav- 


* 1 Cor. xiii, 2, 
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ing claim'd Infallibility, does not rub her forehead, 
and claim Impeccability too, J am at a loſs to know; 


I think verily they might as juſtly, and with as good 


Proof from Reaſon and Scripture claim the latter, 
as the former. And ſo with reſpect to the diſtinc- 


tion juſt now mention'd, of Matters of Faith and 


Matters of Fa#; I have never yet met with any 


ſufficient Reaſons, why thoſe who allow the In- | 
fallibility of the Church of Rome as to the firſt, 


ſhould diſallow it as to the laſt: I can ſee indeed 
how it might come to paſs, that in the diſpute between 
the Teſwits and Fanſeniſts, the different Views and 
Intereſts of the two Parties, might diſpoſe the form. 


er to ſtickle as warmly for the Pope's Infallibiliry | 


in Matters of Fact, as the latter did againſt it : But 
as I cannot tell whether, if it had not been for fuch 
an oppoſition of Intereſts and Views, this Point 
when once ſtarted, would not have been roundly 
carry'd in favour of his Holineſs; ſo for ought J 
know, if a favourable Opportunity ſhould offer, the 
claim may be reviv'd again, and the Church be de- 


pretends to be in Matters of Faith: Sure I am, that 
time was, when there was as little. likelihood that 
any Chriſtian Church ſhould ever pretend to the 
latter ; as there is now, that the Church of Rome 
may ſome time or other, lay claim to the former. 
Bur ſince this is not yet the Caſe, and that I may 
not be thought to diſpute againſt any claim, other 


matters of Faith. 


u pon 


creed to be as Infallible in Matters of Fact, as ſhe | 


than what our Adverſaries are univerſally agreed in 


making, I will confine my ſelf to their Infallibility in 


| (41) 
Upon hearing ſuch an extraordinary Privilege. 
claimed, it is natural to ask thoſe who pretend to 
it, Pray where is to be found? Who is entruſted 
with it? To whom are we to apply for an infalli- 
ble Interpretation of Scripture, and for an infalli- 
ble Deciſion of all Controverſies ? The having this 
Privilege is not a whit of more Importance than 
the knowing where it is lodged ; nor can it poſſibly 
be of any Uſe, till it is determined and known who 
is in Poſſeſſion of it. If God has appointed ſuch 
an infallible Teacher and Judge, if he has com- 
manded us upon Pain of Damnation, to hearken to 
him, and to be determined by him ; no Man alive 
can doubt but that he has taken Care to make him 
ſo conſpicuous and remarkable, that it ſhall be im- 
poſſible to miſtake him; or at leaſt that there are 
means ſufficiently plain and certain, by which we 
may know, without any doubt, who and where he 
is. Suppoſe his Majeſty ſhould tell his Subjects, 
that he had appointed a Lord Chancellor and twelve 
Judges, to hear and determine all Cauſes belonging 
ſeverally to their Cognizance ; would it not appear 
very ſtrange, if he ſhould conceal their Names, or 
lave ps no poſſible Method of knowing who the 
Perſons were whom he had appointed and commiſ- 
honed to execute theſe Offices? And yet upon En- 
quiry, this will be found to be the very Caſe before 
us: For our Adverſaries themſelves, are ſo far from 
being agreed where it is lodged, that they are of 
different and inconſiſtent Opinions about it. Give 
me leave to ask (in Archbiſhop Til lotſons * Words) 
Can any Man think that this Privilege was at 
* Vol. I, Serm. 11. on 1 Cor. iii. 15. | 


« firſt 
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e firſt conferred upon the Church of Rome, and 
ee that Chriſtians in all Ages did believe it, and had 
«* conſtant Recourſe to it for determining their Dif. 
<* ferences ; and yet that that very Church which 
« enjoy'd and us'd it ſo long, ſhonld now be at a 
“ Loſs where to find it? Nothing could have fal. 
len out more unluckily, than that there ſhould | 
ee be ſuch Differences among them about that, 
* Which they pretend to be the only Means of end. 
« ing all Differences”. For you are to know, that 
in the Church of Rome it ſelf, there are ſeveral 
Competitors for this Infallibility: Some of them 
ill tell you that it is in the Pope alone, and not 
in any General Council; Others that it is in 
a General Council only, and not in the Pope; 
And others, that is in neither Pope nor Council 
fingly, but in both together; i. e. That when 2 
General Council is called by the Pope, when he 
preſides in it, either in Perfon or by his Legates 
and when he confirms its Decrees, then they are 
infallibly true and abſolutely binding: And yet 
there is a fourth Opinion, that theſe Decrees ate 
not infallible and binding after all, till the Church 
hath univerſally owned and received them. Whom, gi, 
or what are we to believe in this Caſe ? For theſe Tt 


Opinions are ſo inconſiſtent, that if you ſuppoſe ani mc 
one of them to be true, all the reſt muſt be falfe. fec 

But what if after all, an Expedient may be found the 
out to reconcile theſe different Opinions ; or at leaf if x 
to make Mens Minds eaſy, even 'tho' they ſubſiſt YM take 
Chillingworth having urg'd the very Difficulty our 
are now upon, home on the Church of None Jeſi 


Creſſy takes upon him to ſolve it; and he gor! 
Ee: abou 
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about it in the following Manner. Hereto IT an- 
ſwer (ſays he) That there is no Need at all M an 


2 Anſwer, fince the Objedtion anſwers it ſelf : For by 
h ſaying, there are Variety of Opinions among Catha- 
A licks, acknowledged for ſuch even while they differ, 
l- 7 follows, that the Objeftor is not obliged to ſubmit 
d 77 that Fudge which any Catholick refuſes F: i. e. 
at, (for ſo it muſt hence follow) Since there are many 
id. in the Church of Rome, own'd as Members of that 


Catholick Church, who deny that Infallibility is in 
the Pope; many others who deny that it is in a 
General Council, and ſo of the reft ; you are not 
obliged to believe that it is in any one of them: 
Which (to my Underſtanding) is leaving us at Li- 
berty whether we will believe it is any where: For 
if it be not in ſome one or more of theſe Competi- 
tors for it, I cannot imagine where it ſhould be; for 
there is no Body elſe that puts in for it: And if it 
be no where, or if no Body can tell me who has 
it, I ſhall conclude that they have it not; nay, that 


are 
yet there is no ſuch thing to be had. After having 
arc Wi given this wiſe Reaſon why the Difficulty needed 
urch no Anſwer, (by which you ſee the whole Cauſe is 
zom, given up) He proceeds to add two other Anſwers; 


The whole Meaning of both which amounts to no 
more than this: That tho' Catholicks are not per- 
fectly of a Mind, where their Infallibility is; yet 
they are all agreed, that their Church has it : And 
if we Proteſtants will but be ſo good natur'd, as to 
take this upon their Word, they will leave us at 
our Liberty to lodge ir either in the Pope, as the 
Jeſuits do; or in a General Council, as the Galli- 


Creſſy's Exomolog. C. 59. p. m. 442. 
FX can 
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can Church does; or in both together, as many 
others do. In ſhort, in any of them, in all of them, 


or in none of them (for there are good Catholicks | 


who deny it of every one of them.) Do but 
believe that we have it, and ſubmit to the Orders 
and Decrees which it iſſues out; and we will deſire 
no more of you. Muſt not theſe Men have loſt 
their Senſes, to give us ſuch an Anſwer ; or think 
that we have loſt ours, and ſo may be fatisfy'd with 
it? Infallibility in the Church, and yet it is neither 
in the Head, nor in the Members! neither in the 
Church Virtual, nor Repreſentative, nor diffuſive! 
at leaſt you need not believe it is in any of them. 
It is juſt as if I ſhould ſay, That there is ſome- 
where in the World a very great and powerful 
Kingdom, diſtinguiſhed from all others by ſome 


one peculiar Advantage, which none of the reſt 


have: And being ask d, Pray in what Quarter of 


World is it? I ſhould anſwer, That tho' the whole 
World is divided into Europe, Afia, Africa, and 
America, yet the Kingdom I talk of, is in no one, 
or more of theſe. It muſt be own'd, that thus far, 
at leaſt, the Church of Rome is in the right to re- 
quire implicit Faith, blind Submiſſion and Obedi- 


ence, of her Votaties ; ſince no Man with his Eyes | 


open, can help boggling at ſuch Abſurdities. 

It will be ſaid (it may be) that Creſſy went the 
wrong Way to work, in anſwering this Difficulty ; 
that by the Conceſſions he has made, he has well 
nigh betrayed the Cauſe : That thoſe who under- 
ſtand themſelves better, take Care to fix this Infal- 
libility ſomewhere ; and tho' they do indeed differ 
very widely in their Opinions about it, yet they 1 

os a 
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all very certain of the Truth of their Opinions ſe- 
verally. I have already enumerated four of them: 
And fince it is (I think) impoſſible to devize a 
Fifth, if I can prove to you that all theſe four are 
falſe ; it muſt ſurely follow, That they have no 
ſuch Thing as Infallibility among them. | 
1. Then, The Jeſuits; almoſt all their ſeveral 
k WW Orders of Monks ; great numbers of their learned 
h Doctors; and I believe the greater part of the com- 
mon People among them ; are of the Opinion, that 
the Pope alone is 77fal/ible : As I could prove to 
you, (if I had Time) from a great Number of their 
Authors. But becauſe this will not be deny'd, I 
will content my ſelf with proving, that this Opi- 
nion cannot be true. For ſeveral of their Popes 
| have actually erred ; and that in Matters profeſſed- 
ly relating to the Faith; acting as Popes, and pro- 
nouncing or decreeing ex Cathedra, Pope Adrian 


If he ſaid true, the Cauſe is given up: If he was 
miſtaken, then he himſelf at leaſt, tho a Pope, 
was not infallible. Conſult Platang in his Hiſtory 
of the Lives of the Popes I am going to mention, 
and you will find that ſome or other of them muſt 
have been miſtaken. Stephen VI. annulled and re- 
ſcinded the Decrees of Formoſus I. Jobn X. annul- 
led thoſe of Stephen, and reſtored thoſe of Formo- 
jus. Romulus I. abrogated the Decrees of Stephen: 
And Sergius III. had ſuch an abhorrence of For- 
moſus, and all that he did as Pope, that he obliged 
Prieſts whom he had ordained, to be re-ordained. 
Their own Canon Law tells us, That Nzcbolas I. * 
* Gratian. DiſtinR. 50. C. 5, 
decreed, 


VI. was ſo honeſt as to own that Popes are fallible. 
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decreed, it was not fit for Clergymen to bear Arms: 
Compare this with what Urban II. Boniface VIII, 
and ſeveral other Popes have advized, or decreed, 
or practiced, and then judge whether ſome or other 
of them muſt have been miſtaken. I could give 
you many more Inſtances, but theſe are enough: 
For upon the Principles of thoſe whom I am now 
oppoſing, every Pope muſt have been infallible ; 
and if it be proved concerning any one of them 
that he erred, there is no Reaſon to believe that 
any one of them were infallible. | 

It would be eaſy to produce ſeveralInſtances where- 
in the ſame Pope has contradicted himſelf: I'll men- 
tion but one: Martin V. confirm'd the decree of 
the Council of Conſtance, which ſet a General Coun- 
cil above the Pope: And yet he afterwards pub- 
liſh'd a Bull forbidding all Appeals from the Pope 
to a General Council. Unleſs Infallibility can re- 
concile Contradictions, he muſt have been fallible 
in one or the other of theſe Caſes. 

Nay, I can go farther, and prove to you, not 
only that many of their Popes have been the moſt 
wicked and profligate Wretches that were ever 
Born, (this they own, but tell us, it is well enough 
conſiſtent with their Infallibility) but that they 
have believ'd and Taught and Patroniz'd, what the 
Church of Rome it ſelf has declar'd to be Hereſy. 
If Athanaſius * is to be credited, Pope Liberius for 
fear of Death (with which he was threatned) ſub- 
icrib'd to Arianiſm. And this account is confirm'd 


* Ep. ad ſolit. Vit. agentes, p. 837. Ed. Par. 1627. 
both 


. 
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both by St. Hilary + and St. Jerome 2. Tertul- 
lian || tells us concerning one of the Biſhops of 
Rome, (it was I think Pope Ancietus) that he own'd 
r the Prophecies of Montanus, Priſca and Maximi- 
. ia. Honorius not only defended the Hereſy of the 
: Monothel:ites, but was condemn'd by three General 
, Councils, every one of them confirm'd by the P 

John XXIII. was & charg'd at the Council of Can- 
fance, with the blackeſt and moſt enormous Crimes, 


1 under 70 Articles. Fifty of which were read and 
prov'd, and declar'd to be publick and notorious. 

I And tho' his denying the Immortality of the Soul, 

„ Wh was (1 think) one of thoſe Articles, which (out of 

of reſpect to the apoſtolick See) was not allow d to be 

8. expreſly urg'd againſt him; yet I do not find that 

b- any body attempted to clear him of that Charge. 

pe The Council itſelf in their Citation expreſly charges 

8 him with Hereſy, Scbiſin, Simony, as well as other 

e Crimes, and afterwards actually deposd him. This 
is the Man concerning whom the Emperor - (who 

10t was there preſent) declar'd that the whole Council 

oft unanimouſly own'd him for a true Pope, before 

ver his Depoſition. Was Gregory the Great infallible, 

gh when e condemn'd the Title of Univerſal Biſhop 

hey W 25 Pr hane and Antichriftian ? The very Title the 

che W Popes of Rome now claim. Or was Gelaſius Infal- Ml 

efy. W ible +, when he condem'd (what the Church of i 

for Rome has ſince decreed) Communion in one kind, | 

ſub- | | 


f F Hilar. in Frag. col. 426. 
m d + Hieron. Catal. vir. illuſt. 
| Terrul. adv. Prax. p. m. 634. C. | 
Fs Enfaut Hifi, de Conc. de Conſtance, p. 141. 1754220. Ed. 4“. 
mit. 1714. | | 
both 1 Gratian, de Conſecrat. Diſt. 2. C. 12. 


and 
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and call'd it Sacrilegious ? But enough of this ſort 
of Proof : If the Gentlemen, we have do with in 


this diſpute, would ſuffer us to argue with them 


on the Principles of Reaſon and common Senſe, 
(as the reſt of Mankind ſubmit to be treated) it 
would be eaſy to ſhew from theſe Principles, that 
there is ſcarce any one Propoſition in all the World 
more incredible, than that all the Biſhops of Rome have 
been Infallible. To prove this there needs nothing 
more, than a brief repreſentation what ſort of Per- 
ſons, Popes (at leaſt for a great many Centuries laſt 
paſt) have generally been; how they are choſen; 
and how they often proceed in their decrees and 
deciſions concerning Matters of Faith. 
The Qualifications moſt regarded in a Candidate 
for the Papal Chair, are, not Piety and Vertue, no 
nor Learning and ſound Knowledge in the Doc- 
trines of Chriſtianity; For many of them have 
been monſters in wickedneſs, and exceedingly ig- 
norant as to theſe things: But, a deep Skill in Po- 
liticks and Canon Law; in Diſpenſations, and Be- 
neficiary Matters; Ex communications, and Ap- 
peals: And then, the older the better; as being the 
More likely to die ſoon, and make way for others, 
of whom there are always enow gaping after this 
Dignity. Well, when any one or more ſuch Can- 
didates are pitch'd upon as the Electors (or thoſe 
under whoſe influence they are) think will beſt pro- 
mote their Intereſts, and anſwer their Purpoſes ; 
how does the choice proceed ? Is it (as is pretend- 
ed) under the Influence and Direction of the Spirit 
of God, or is it by trick and artifice, and under the 
Influence of a Spirit of Faction and Cabal? Let 


any 


1 
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any Man read even their own accounts of the uſual 
methods of proceeding in theſe Caſes, and then 
Judge. Such a Pope; thus created; ſets himſelf 
down in his Infallible Chair, and is to determine 
authoritatively a matter of Faith ; how does he 
proceed ? If he takes, what our Adverſaries them- 
{elves will own to be, the wiſeſt and ſafeſt Courſe; 
he conſults his Cardinals, or (as the caſe may haps 
pen) calls upon Divines or Canoniſts, to Hear their 
Opinions; . e. He that is himſelf Infallible, ad- 
viſes with, and borrows Light from thoſe who are 
Fallible ; nay, and after all, is (it may be) ſo un- 
knowing about the affair in queſtion, as not to be 
able to form a true Judgment, or to come to a right 
Determination upon what he has heard: But as it 


4 i; his buſineſs to pronounce ; when he has done ſo, 
, its your Duty to receive and ſubmit to his Decree 
F as infallibly true, and binding upon the whole Chri- 
1 ſtian World. What a ridiculous Faree muſt it 
>" WH be, to behold, what muſt often have happened at 
* WH fone; his Holineſs with an affair of this fort be- 
4 fore him, ſollicited on the one hand by the Jeſuits, 


on the other by a ſecret Friend to the Fanſeniſis; 
now by the Dominicans, next by the Franciſcans; 


TS, all of them in different Intereſts, and acting from 


his 


Prince, putting the Pope in mind of former Fa- 
yours and promiſing new ones; there the Ambaſſa- 
dor of another, inſiſting on his Maſter's, Rights, 
\ and threatning hard if he be not oblig d. I ima- 
nine chat Popes are as much perplexed and at a loſs 
8 to know what to do upon ſuch Occaſions, as other 
Fs fallible People are, in like Circumſtances ; and as 


any | as 1 ke 


ole 
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different Views; here an Agent from one temporal *: 
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he himſelf could be, if you ſuppoſe him ſtript of 
his Infallibility. Nay, and I think we may ven- 
ture to fay, that with all their Infallibility about 
them, Popes have often made Decrees and ifſned 
out Bulls, which they have afterwards found to be 
wrong, and heartily repented of. I have been 
the longer in confuting this Pretence of InfaHibi- 
lity being lodg'd in the Pope alone, becauſe I think 


it is the prevailing Opinion in the Church of Rome. 


I will be ſhorter on the reſt. 
2. Others pretend that Infallibility is lodg'd, not 


in the Pope, but in a General Council only. Thus 
it was agreed in the Councils of Conſtance and Ba. 


Fl; and this is the Opinion of the * Gallicar 
Church in general, and of ſeveral learned Door; 

elfewhere. But this Pretence is (I apprehend) in 
 fome reſpects more abſurd and incredible than the 
former. If I could believe the Infallibility they 
claim were any where to be found among Men; 
I ſhould incline rather to expect to find it in ſome 
one particular Perſon, than in a Hundred or five 
Hundred of them got together, who yet (it i; 
own'd) take them ſingly, are every Man of them 


fallible. Is it a whit more likely, that any number 


of fallible Men ſhould make up an infallible Com- 
pany ; than that any number of Cyphers ſhould 
make a poſitive Sum? If Ixfallibility be lodg d in 
a General Council only, I would fain know where 
it is, when there is no General Council ſubfiſting! 
This is often the caſe; a Hundred, two Hundred 
Years have run out, from the breaking up one, to 


Vid. Bellarmine de Rom. Pontif. L. 4. e. 2. . Secunda Senter- 
tia, &C. | : : 
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the calling of another: It is now above 170 Years 
fnce their laſt General Council of Trent : Nay, 
the firſt that was ever called ſo, was at Nice in the 
Year 325. Where was Infallibility during theſe 
Intervals? Who, and where was the Church's un- 


erring Guide and Judge of all Controverſies ? They 


will not ſay ſurely, that the Decrees of former 
Councils are this unerring Guide and Judge; far 
beſides that the Church had no ſuch Decrees, for 
the firſt 300 Years ; we might as well take Scrip- 
ture as the Decrees of Councils, for theſe purpoſes, 
When we Proteſtants ſay that Scripture is a ſuffici- 
ent Guide, and the only Rule by which to judge 
of and determine Controverſies in matters of Faith; 
they tell us, no: Scripture is by no means ſufficient 
or fit for this Office; that it is abſolutely neceſſary 
there ſhould be a living Judge to be apply'd ro and 
conſulted upon all Emergencies. Are the Decrees 
of Councils ſuch a judge? Are not theſe as capa- 
ble of being perverted, and having different Inter- 
pretations put upon them, as the Scriptures ? If it 
be faid that the Church is in poſſeſſion of theſe De- 
crees and knows the meaning of them, and can de- 
termine all Controverſies by them ; I ask whether 
ſhe can do it Infallibly, and without danger of er- 
ring? If it be anſwered (as it muſt be) Yes: I ask 
again, who is meant by this Church? It cannot be 
a General Council; for that we ſuppoſe is not ſub- 
ſiſting, and therefore can't be apply d to: It is not 
the Pope, no nor any body elſe, that can do this 
infallibly; for that deſtroys the Suppoſition we 
now go upon, that a General Council only is Infal- 
ible, —— I could produce to you the plaineſt Te- 
8 ſtimo- 
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ſtimonies of their own Writers, and unanſwerable 
Reaſons made uſe of by them, to prove that Infal. 
libility is not lodg'd in General Councils only : J 
could ſhew you that if it is lodg d there, not only 
theſe Authors (who yet are held in the higheſt 
eſteem in that Church) but even the Popes them- 
{elves (who you may well think, are not for lodging 
Infallibility any where but in themſelves) are mi- 
ſtaken: Miſtaken did I fay ? They muſt all of them 
be as very Hereticks, as we Proteſtants are faid to 
be : For ſurely nothing can make a Man more ſo, 
than denying this Privilege to thoſe who really and 
only have it: It is rejecting the Judge whom they 
all pretend to be ſo neceſſary, that the Church cant 
ſubſiſt without him; it is ſapping the Foundation 


of all the Church's boaſted Authority, and over- 


"throwing it at once. — I could ſhew you General 


Councils, not only decreeing what is falſe and di- 


rectly contrary to Scripture, (tho' that alone is 


enough to convince us, that they were fallible) but 


reverſing, oppoſing, and directly contradicting each 
other's Decrees : So that we may be as certain that 
"General Councils are not Infallible, as that the two 
Ends of a Contradiction cannot be both true. — 
If you have ever heard or read any Hiſtory of them; 
how they are call'd; what ſort of Perſons they ge- 
nerally conſiſt of; by what Methods they ordinari- 


ly proceed; and from what ſort of Motives the) 


uſually act; you will find little reaſon to believe 
them Infallible. So long ago, as Greg. Naziar- 
zen's time, pious and peaceable Men were quite 


out of love with them; for thus he ſays, in one 
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33 
of his Epiſtles, * If I muſt write you the Truth, 
„J am in a Diſpoſition to avoid all Aſſemblies of 
« Biſhops, as having never yet ſeen a happy end 
« of any one of their Synods or Councils: Nor 
« have I ever found that they do more towards leſ- 
« ſening, than towards heightning any Miſchiefs 
« that are complain'd of. It may ſound harſh to 
« ſay it; but their Spirit of Contention and Am- 
« bition, their Pride and Luſt of Power, is ſuch 
« as no Words can expreſs.” By all that ever I 
have read, I don't find any reaſon to believe that 
matters are at all mended fince his Days. The Hi- 
ſtory of the famous Council of Trent, has been 
written by Father Paul, and by Cardinal Pallavicini, 
both Members of their own Church : The former 
of em has indeed ſpoken too much plain Truth, 
to be much reliſh'd at Rome; the latter is ſtrongly 
in the Pope's Intereſt, and therefore much better 
approv'd : But let any impartial Perſon read either 
of 'em, or compare them together, if he be nor 
ſick of the Notion of the Infallibility of General 
Councils, I am groſly miſtaken. — I go on to con- 
ſider the third Opinion. 150 

3. That a Pope Þ and a General Council together 
are Infallible, z. e. that when a General Council is 
call'd by the Pope, when he preſides in it either in 
Perſon or by his Legates, and when he confirms its 
Decrees; then they are infallible: They can't poſ- 
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fibly err, and ought to be implicitly fubmitted to 
and obey'd. But why ſo? If (as we have ſhewn, 
and as the Defenders of this Opinion admit) both 
be fallible ſeparately confider'd, I can't conceive 
how their clubbing together ſhould make them In. 
fallible. This is much the ſame Abſurdity we had 
before, two Cyphers make a Sum. Beſides, if 
Infallibility depends upon the Conjunction and 
Agreement of a Pope and a General Council, the 
Church of Rome cannot be always in poſſeſſion of 
it, becauſe they have not a General Council always 
ſubſiſting; and it muſt follow from the Opinion 
we are now confidering, that when the General 
Council breaks up, Infallibility expires along with 
it. Not to infiſt on theſe Abſurdities of this Opi- 
nion, I could ſhew you (if J had time) Decrees of 
one General Council confirm'd by one Pope, and 
- contradicted, reverſed by the ſame Authority; nay, 
the ſelf-ſame Pope firſt confirming, and afterwards 
contradicting the Decree of a General Council. I 
could ſhew you the Council of Conſtance decreeing 
that the Laity ſhould receive the Communion in 
one Kind only, and yet acknowledge that Chriſt 
inſtituted it in both Kinds; and this Decree con- 
firm'd by Pope Martin V. And the Council of 
Trent + confirm'd by Pope Pius IV. decreeing 
that Divine Service ſhould be perform'd in the 
Latin (i. e. an unknown) Tongue, in direct con- 
tradition to St. Paul's Doctrine, 1 Cor. xiv. But 
to wave alk this, it may be prov'd, I think, to a 
Demonſtration, that if the Pope and the Council | 
ſeparately be bock of them fallible, they can't both 
together be infallible; nor can any Decrees of the 
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latter, tho' confirm'd by the former, be known to 
be more infallibly true, that if both were as fallible 
jointly, as they are own'd to be ſeparately. For 
confider, the Infallibility can't come from the 
Council, that is own'd to be fallible; its Decrees 
therefore may be true or falſe, and the Council in 
the right, or miſtaken, gut as it happens. Well, 
when the Council has paſt the Decree, and ſo done 
its work, it comes to his Hohneſs to be conſirm'd; 
but can he who is acknowledg'd to be fallible, in- 
fallibly aſſure me that the Council has not err'd in 
making this Decree? Tis manifeſtly impoſſible. 
I will only add as to this Head, that if either the 
Pope himſelf, or the Church of Rome in general, 
are thoroughly perſuaded that a General Council 
confirm'd by a Pope, is really infallible; nothing 
can be more unaccountable, than the Reluctance 
which the Popes generally ſhew to the calling a 
General Council, and the Terror and Fright they 
are in, when they have the Proſpect of its aſſem- 
bling. Is then the boaſted Privilege of ſo little 
Value, that to keep the Pope eaſy and in good 
Humour, the Church muſt be content to do with- 
out it? With what Difficulty, and after how long 
and earneſt Sollicitations was the Council of Trent 
I itſelf obtain'd, even tho' Emperor, Kings, Princes, 
in a manner the whole Body of the Church, moſt 
ardently defir'd it, and thought there 58 no other 
Expedient to come at Peace and Truth, ind a Re- 
formation of the Church both in its Head and in its 
Members? I go on, 
4. Others are of opinion that Infallibility is only 
in the Church Univerſal; i. e. (1 ſuppoſe) diffuſive- 
ly 
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| ly in the. whole myſtical Body of Chriſt conſiſting 


of all its Members here upon Earth: So as that, 
though neither Pope, nor Council, nor any parti- 
cular Church, are infallible; yet when their Deerees 
are received and ſubmitted to, by the Catholick 
Church, they then become infallibly true, and ab- 
ſolutely binding. This has been the Opinion of a 
conſiderable Number of great and learned Men in 
that Church; and this is (it muſt be own'd) talking 
more modeſtly than the others do; though as to 
any of the purpoſes for which Infallibility is claim'd, 
this Opinion is as ridiculous as any of the reſt. If 
all that they mean is, that the univerſal Church and 
every Member of it, cannot err in Matters abſolute- 
ly neceſſary to Salvation; I don't know that Pro- 
teſtants have any occaſion to contradict or deny it. 
Bur then if this be own'd, it is not becauſe we ap- 
prehend that either any, or all the Members of the 
Church together, are infallible; but becauſe we 
take our Saviour's Promiſe, that the Gates 9 
Hell ſhall not prevail againſt his Church, to be an 
Aſſurance to us that he will have a Church in this 
World as long as the World itſelf laſts; and becauſe 
thoſe who err in any of thoſe Things which are 
abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, do for that very 
Reaſon ceaſe to be Members of that Church. But 
then after all, if this is all the Infallbility which 
1s claim'd, it 1s nothing to the purpoſe; nor will it 
by any £*ans anſwer the great End and Deſign 
for which it is claim'd. Our Adverſaries are per- 
petually ringing in our Ears, the abſolute Neceſſity 
of an infallible Interpreter of Scripture, and Judge of 
Controverties, to whom we may have recourſe - 
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all Emergencies. Is the univerſal Chureh ſuch ari 
one? Can all the Members of it meet to. conſult 
and determine? It muſt not be ſaid that they can 
meet in a General Council by their Repreſentarives; 
for this would not anſwer the. End, unleſs the 
Church univerſal could impart her Infallibil:ty to 
her Repreſentatives; which I believe will not be 
ſaid; nay, and I have prov'd already, that the 
Church Repreſentative has not Infallibilitx. 

I have gone through. the four feveral Opinions 
maintain'd by different Perſons in the Cummunion 
of the Church of Rome, concerning the Seat of In- 
10 Wi fallibiley, where and in whom this wonderful Pri- 
vilege is lodg'd. Since theſe have (I think) all been 
fairly examin'd and fully confuted; and no other is 
(chat I know of) pretended to, or can be devis d; 
I would now conclude that they have no ſuch 
Privilege any where among them; were it not that 
they tell us, they have plain Texts of Scripture, 


9 Wl expreſs Promiſes of Chriſt himſe}f, afluring them 
an chat the true Church is infallible, and that their 
this Church is the true one: and if fo; the thing is cer- 
ſc Wl tainly true; and may juſtly be claim'd, notwith- 
are Wl ſtanding this Difference of Opinions where it is 
very WM lodg'd, and all the Difficulties and Abſurdities with 
But Wl which thoſe Opinions are ſeverally charg'd. What 
hich Wl though it be ſo doubtful; whether it is Pope; or 
ill it Council, or both together, or the whole Church 
ſign WM that is infallible; and ſo difficult to anſwer the Ob- 
per- ¶ Jections that are raiſed; againſt any or ail of them 


eflity WM being ſo; if Chriſt has promis d it; and the Scrip- 
ge of ture fays it, no Man ought to deny it. 1 
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(38) 
In anſwer to all this, it would I think be ſufficient 
to ſay; That it is very hard to believe our Saviour . 
ſhould give Promiſes to his Church that can do i Put 
10 Good: That the Church is never the better for P. 
its Infallibility, if no Body can tell who has it: (pe: 
And that the appointing an infallible Interpreter WM K. 
and Judge, can anſwer no manner of purpoſe, till 
it is known who is this Judge. But waving all this, 
and that we may not be thought to decline the 
Force of any of their Arguments, eſpecially of any 
ſuch as are taken from Scripture, allow me t 
examine this ſomewhat particularly. | 
I begin with obſerving that a Proof of this Sort, 
is arguing in a vicious Circle; and an abſurd beg. 
ging that the thing may be granted, which ought to 
be prov'd. For if you ask, how they know from 
expreſs Scripture, or good Conſequence from it, 
that the Church is infallible? The Anſwer mul 
be, that the Church has i.:terpreted Scripture to 
this Senſe ; and upon their own Principles you coul 
never have known that this is the true Senſe d 
Scripture, if the Church had nor fo interpreted it: 
Well, but why am I bound to believe, and be fatis 
fy'd with the Church's Interpretation? The Anſwe 
is, becauſe the Church is infalliable. Can any thing 
be more ridiculous ? | 
Suffer me but to put on, for a moment, ti 
Church of Rome's bold Front, and to reaſon upo 


her avowed Principles; and I undertake, by tl x : 
felt-ſame Argument, to prove that I myſelf am in n 55 
fallible, nay, and that no- body is ſo beſides myleli 0 
Thus: St. John, ſpeaking of Chriſtians, ſays, Te bau their 


an unction from the Holy One, and ye know all 25 
| | 1 700 


15 


1 Jobn ü. 20. Upon quoting this Text, for this 
Purpoſe, I ſhall, no doubt, be ask d, ½, How this 
proves me infallible? And 2dly, Since it ſeems to 
ſpeak as much of other Chriſtians as of me, How 
it proves me only to be infallible? Now tho' either 
of theſe Queſtions will, I confeſs, puzzle me griev- 
ouſly, unleſs you allow me to borrow his Holineſs's 
Confidence, and to make uſe of ſome of his Prin- 
ciples; yet thus furniſh'd, I affure you I have my 
Anſwer ready. For, to take no Notice at preſent, 
that this Text imports Infallibility, as much (for 
ought I can ſee) as any other in the Bible: Thus I 
reply, (and it is exactly what the Church of Rome 
has the Modeſty to fay for herſelf.) I am the only 
authoritative Interpreter of Scripture; and as no 


'F body can be ſure of the true Senſe of it, till I tell 
u ir chem; I now declare the true meaning of this 
Text to be, that I am infallible. Well, but how 


ul does all this prove that I only am infallible? Juſt 
ss well as any other Texts of Scripture, which 
Lie ſpeak as much of any other Chriſtians as of thoſe 
of the Romiſh Communion; prove that the Church 

of Rome is infallible: And if you pretend to con- 
bin tradict me, I will rub my Forehead over again, and 
ell you once more, I am the authoritative Inter- 
ti breter of Scripture, and that the meaning of this 
* Text is, not only that I am infallible, but that I 
ch ily am ſo; And let me but find Fools enough to 
believe it, and ſtand by me in the Defence of it; 

i and who will dare to diſpute or oppoſe my Claim. 
7% Having thus made uſe of their Confidence and 
pin their Principles, to anſwer the Purpoſes for which 
Yah aſſum'd them; I am now very well content to 
H 2 1 lay 
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lay both aſide, and leave them in the Poſſeſſion of 
the right Owners. 
But tho' what 1 hang: been ſaying manifeſtly 
proves the Abſurdity of their quoting Scriptures in 
proof of their Church's Infallibility, yet for the ſake 
of thoſe, who paying a juſt Regard to their Bibles, 
are willing to believe any thing they find prov'd by 
Arguments taken from thence; it wou'd not be a- 
miſs to conſider the Texts themſelves, (the moſt 
conſiderable of them at leaſt) and what ſort of 
Proof they afford of the Church's Infallibility. 
k Bellarmine quotes in Proof of the Pope's Infal- 
libility, thoſe Words of our Saviaur to St. Peter, 
Simon, Simon, behold Satan hath defired to have you, 
that Le might fit y au as Wheat ; but I have prayel 
for thee, that thy Faith fail not; and when thou art 
conv erted, firengthen thy Brethren. Luke xii 31, 
32. He tells us, the true Meaning of this Text is, 
that our Lord obtain'd two Privileges for St. Peter, 
4½, That he himſelf, how ſtrongly ſoever he might 
be tempted by the Devil, ſhould never loſe true 
Faith. The 24 Privilege was, that neither Peter 
himſelf, as Pontiff of Rome, nor any other of his 
Succeſſors in that See, could ever teach any thing 
contrary to the true Faith. The firſt of theſe Pri- 
vileges (ſays Bellarmine) did not, it may be, deſcend 
to Peter's Succeſſors; but the 0 doubtleſs did. 
To prove which, he quotes ſeven Popes, J. beophy- 
lads, Peter Chry Jologus, and Bernard; and this is all 
the Proof he alledges. Now tho' theſe Authors 
were-all of his mind, (which yet, upon reading 
what he quotes from em, I think they are not) i 
7 5 Nr. Pont. L. * c. 2. init. ; 
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is ſurely a ſtrange way of proving the Pope's Infal- 
libilify, that Popes themſelves have faid they were 
| infallible: And his three other Authors come too 


late to be credited in a Queſtion of this Importance. 
e And yet after all, his Proof that this is the meanin 
„ of the Text before us, is not ſo weak, but that 
y the Proof that this cannot be the meaning of it, is 
a as ſtrong. 


The time was now at hand, when our Saviour 
was to be betray'd into the Hands of his Enemies, 
and by them to be put to Death: This he knew 
would- prove a ſevere Trial of that Faith and Truſt 
which his Diſciples had repos'd in him. He knew 
| St, Peter's forward warm Temper, which (tho' he 
meant honeſtly) diſpos'd him to truſt too much to 
che ſtrength of his own Reſolutions, and not to 
watch ſo carefully, and pray ſo earneſtly for divine 
Aids, as he ought to have done. Our Lord foreſaw 
(it ſhou'd ſeem) the Temptation with which Sr, 
Peter would be aſſaulted, and that he would ſuc- 
cumb under it. 'Thus the Caſe ſtood when our 
Saviour ſpake theſe Words: Addreſſing himſelf. 
to Peter, as the Perſon. moſt in danger, he tells 
him, That his approaching Sufferings and Death, 
wou'd be made uſe of by Satan as a ſtrong Temp- 
tation to perſuade him and his Brethren to forſake 
and deny their Maſter: So that they all needed 
our Lord's Prayers upon this Occaſion, and no 
doubt he pray d for them. But as for you Peter, 
(ays our Lord) whoſe Trial will be peculiarly 
lirong, and whoſe Temper of Mind expoſes you 
to more than ordinary Danger in the time of Trial; 
have prayed for you eſpecially, that your Faith may 
1 FER | | not 
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not fail: That, tho' you may be weak and timo- 
rous enough to deny that you belong to me, or 
have had any thing to do with me; yet that you 
may not wholly forſake my Service, and renounce 
the Profeſhon of my Religion. This is the plain 
Defign and Meaning of the Words; which were 
ſpoken to St. Peter, and belong to him only: Nor | 
is there the leaſt Shadow of Reafon to ſuppoſe, 
that they at all relate to Popes; St. Peter's Suc- 
ceflors, as they are call'd. If they aſſure us of the 
Indefectibility of the Faith of all his Succeſſors; 
I would fain know, why not of his Succeſſors in 
the See of Antioch, (where he is ſaid to have been 
Biſhop ſeven Years, before he was Biſhop of Rome) 
as well as of thoſe in the See of Rome? And yet 
placing Infallibility at Antioch, as well as at Rome, 
would ſpoil all. 1 will only add, that if the Ii 
fallibility of Peter, and his pretended Succeſſors, 
is aſſur'd to us by our Saviour's praying that his 
Faith might not fail; then every Man whoſe Faith | 
fails not, muſt be infallible: And fince it has 
been prov'd, concerning ſeveral of St. Peter's Suc- 
ceflors, that their Faich has actually fail'd, (even in 
the Senſe in which the Papiſts themſelves under- 
ftand theſe Words) it certainly follows, that theſe 
Words of Chriſt to Peter, neither do, nor were 
ever deſign'd to aſſure us of the Infallibility of his 
Succeſſors. | | 

' Your time will not allow me, to conſider parti- 
eularly the Texts of Scripture which our Adverſa- 
ries urge, to prove this favourite and capital Point: 
If it wou'd, I think I could eaſily ſhew you it 
wou d be difficult to find any one of the age #0 
8 py thuſiaſts 
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chufiaſts that have ever appear d in the World, 
quoting Scripture in confirmation of his Dreams, 
more abſurdly, more impertinently, or to a Senſe 
more foreign to that which the Holy Ghoft de- 
fign'd, than the Papiſts do, when they go about 
to prove their Infallibility thence. Let me only 
put you in mind, that many of the Texts alledg'd 
by them relate to the Church in genera], as con- 
fiſting of all true Believers; and therefore will ſerve 
as well to _ that every particular good Chrifti- 
an is infallible, as that the Pope or the Church of 
Rome is ſo. Others of em are defign'd to repre- 
ſent the Dury of the Minifters of the Chriſtian 
Church, and the Ends for which that Office was 
inſtituted ; without defigning at all to intimate, 
that the Miniſters wou'd never negle& their Duty, 
and ſwerve from the deſign of their Office: And 
yet without ſuppoſing this laſt, the Arguments 
drawn from hence, will all be found to be ſophi- 
ſtical and fallacious. Laſtly, others of them mean 
nothing more than to recommend to private Chri- 
ſtians the ſhewing that Reſpe& and Regard to their 
Miniſters, which is due to them ſo long as they 
continue diligent and faithful in the Execution of 
their Office; without ſo much as hinting at any 
Dominion, or Infallibility, or Authority, (properly 
ſo called) that Chriſt has conferr'd upon them. Let 
theſe things be remember'd, and applied to the 
Texts quoted by the Church of Rome to prove the 
Point we are upon; and they will be found to be 
the Keys, which will not only open to us the true 
meaning of ſuch Texts, but effectually convince 

| us, 
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us, there is not any one of them that proves their 


Infallibility. | 


23 There is one thing more very pertinent to our 
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( 
prefent purpoſe, which deſerves to be conſider'd: 
Among the many Texts of Scripture quoted by our 
Adverſaries in this Controverſy, ſome are alledg'd | 
to prove the Infallibity of the Pope, ſeparately and t 
ſingly conſider d as St. Peter's Succeſſor: Such as r 
theſe, e. g. Thou art Peter, and upon this rock will t 
I build my church, and the gates of hell ſhall not l 
prevail againſt it. And I will give unto thee the b 
keys of the kingdom of heaven, &c. * I have prayed is 
for thee, that thy faith fail not, &c. —— Again, 


others of theſe Texts are alledg'd to prove the In tr 
Fallibility of General Councils, whether with the WI 
Pope as a Member of them, or without him: Such WI M 
as theſe ; * He that heareth you, heareth me; and be C 
that deſpiſeth you, deſpiſeth me. — * Where two or ha 
three are gathered together in my name, there am il 
in the midft of them. — It ſeemed good to the ſti; 
Holy Ghoſt and to us, &c. — Lo, I am with youu Wl en. 
- alway, even unto the end of the world. — Laſtly, the 
there are others of theſe Texts, which if they prove thi 
any thing, prove the Infallibility of the Church Ml 4 
in general, or of any particular Church: Such WM | 
theſe; * If he neglect to hear the church, let him be Ar; 
to thee as an heathen man and a publican.— . The the 
church of the living God, the pillar and the ground © 
of truth. Now concerning theſe Texts taken all doe 
together, and as made uſe of by the Church of 5 
1 Matt. xvi. 18, 19. 2 Luke xxil. 32. Luke x. 16, mr 
Matt. xviil. 20. - * Ads xe; 38. Matt. xxviii. 20. 
7 Matt. xvili. 17, 1 Tim. iii. 15. "£ 
11 
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r Rome; I ſay, either that they prove nothing, 
or they prove too much; even ſo. much as 
Ir will overthrow the whole Romi/h Syſtem. They 
: deſign to prove Infallibility by em: I con- 
feſs, in my Opinion they mean nothing like it: 
But if they do, ſome of them muſt prove that 
the Pope is infallible; others of em that a Gene- 
ral Council is ſo; and others that the Church ei- 
ther univerſal or a particular one, has this Privi- 
lege: And all theſe Propoſitions muſt be true, they 
being all ſuppos d to be confirm'd by Scripture. But 
is not this a great deal more than the Church of 
Rome deſires to ſee proved, or will admit to be 
true ? Do they like to have their Infallibility thus 
widely ſpread, and laid as it were in common? 
Will the Pope own that a Council has it; or a 
Council that the Pope has it, and they themſelves 
have no ſhare in it? Or will either Pope or Coun- 
eil admit, that a particular Congregation of Chri- 
ſtians, or a few Chriſtian Biſhops got together, are 
endow'd with Infallibility? Thus it muſt be, if 
they interpret Scripture right: And yet if it is 
thus, the whole Fabrick of the 8 of Rome's 
Authority and Infallibility is demoliſh'd, __ 

I ſhould now go on to take notice of their other 
Arguments, which (as they ſay) unanſwerably prove 
the Infallibility of the Church: Such as theſe : + 
If the Church may err, why do we (as the Creed 
does) call her Holy? A Church united in the Pro- 
feſſion of any Error, is ſo far from deſerving that 
Character, that, on the Contrary, it is a wicked 
Afembly.——Again; + If the Church, particularly 


Card. Richliew, L. 1. c. 13. |: 
1 Bellarm, de Eccleſ. Milit. L. 3. c. 14. 9 Tertio obligamur. 
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the Church Reprefentative, or the Body of Paſtors, 
may err, why do they, when met in Council, de- di 
nounce their Anathema's agamſt ſuch as refuſe ro th 
feceive or ſumbit to their Decrees? If they be MW fa 
luppoſed fallible in making them, this is ſuch a lit 
piece of Wickedneſs as they would never be guilty ¶ at 
bf.——Agpain; * If the Church could err, ſhe might MW tu 
entirely fail; which is directly contrary to exprek T. 
Promiſes of Chriſt, and therefore ſhe muſt be D. 
owned to be infallible —Again; + They argue be 
the Chyrch's Infallibility, from her perpetual Vi- ch. 
ſibility > The true Church {fay they) muſt alway; W nm 
be viſible and knowable ; bur if ſhe could err, the ſe⸗ 
could no longer be known to be the true Church. Er 
I hope there is no great danger of any one's being Ml an 
perverted by-Proote of this fort; for I think verily Wl cer 
it requires no great Skill to confute them. They a 
are urged by no leſs Names than Cardinal Beilar- far 
mine and Cardinal Richelieu; and therefore (were Ml to 
it not for fear of treſpaſſing. too much upon your WM a | 
Patience) I would give you what, I apprehend MW im 
would be full Anſwers to them. But I muſt for- the 
bear. There is one other Argument which they is 
boaſt ſo much of, and have fo often ſucceſsfully WM wi 
urg'd for perverting ſome to their Church, and th: 
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1 confirming others in it, that I think I ought not the 
4 wholly to paſs it by, eſpecially ſince in ſome WM thi 
I former Parts of this Diſcourſe, I have led you to on 
4 expect it ſhould be taken notice of and anſwer d. K Co 
| is to this purpoſe : ane 
| | ſel! 
catd. Richvliew, ubi Sup. & c. 4. + 1d, tb, c. . the 
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„ Muſt it not be horrid impiety, to ſuppoſe, that 
e- W divine Providence has ſo little Concern for, and 
to che blefled Redeemer ſo little Care about the Wel- 
de fare of his Church, as to have left no certain infal- 
a bible Method of deciding all Controverſies, coming 
ty at Truth and the true Senſe and Meaning of Scripy 
ke ture? If the Church is not a vifible and infallible 
es Tribunal, always in a Condition to determine 
be Differences, what muſt become of Her; what mult 
ue become of Truth and Chriſtianity itſelf? Will 
Vi W there not a thouſand Hereſies be broach'd, that 
| muſt tear out her very Bowels, rend in pieces the 
ſeamleſs Coat of Chrift; darken Truth, and make 
Error triumphant; ſhake the Faith of Chriſtians, 


certainty? There muſt therefore be ſomewhere 
a Fudge to pronounce and decide: Scripture is fo 
far from ending Controverſies, that it is well known 
to have been the Occaſion of chem: There's nat 
a Heretick but what quotes it, and endeavours to 
impoſe upon weak Minds, by the falſe Meaning 
they put upon it. In many Points the Senſe of it 
is ſo obſcure and doubtful, that the Interpretation 
which Hereticks give of it, ſeems as plauſible as 
chat eee. the Church herſelf affixes. There muſt 
therefore be a living ſpeaki udge, to interpret 
this dead, this 7 Cn * unleſs ſuch an 
one be own'd and ſubmitted to, every Tinker or 
Cobler muſt be left to judge of Chriſtian Doctrine, 
and to find out the Meaning of Scripture for him- 


and fill thew Minds with endleſs Doubts and Un- I | 


(c1f.—Thus do they bluſter. By the Noiſe of i 


their Triumphs on this Occaſion, one would be 


| apt to conclude that they had gain'd a compleat | ö 
Mull 5 ER „ f Victory: : 
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Victory: And yet after all, when the Matter comes 
to be ſifted, this Argument is as harmleſs an one 
as'any of the reſt they make uſe of. I could al- 
moſt wiſh the Time would allow me to enlarge 
on the following Obſervations; which tho' I can 
do no more than juſt ſuggeſt them, will furniſh 
you with Materials for a full Anſwer to any one 
who may attempt to pervert you by ſo fallacious an 
Argument. RE us 8 
I. That the Tmprety talk'd of, falls to their 
ſhare, who thus boldly preſcribe to God and the 
Redeemer, what they ought to have done, and 
what they muſt be ſuppos'd to have done, for the 
Welfare of the Church : And that we Proteſtants 
ſhew much more Reverence and Modeſty, when 
we turn the Argument upon our Adverſaries, and 
tell them, God has no where commiſſion'd, or 
pointed out, ſuch an infallible Fudge as they talk 
of, and therefore we can't be perſuaded that ſuch 
an one is neceſſary. 
2. That ſuch a Fudge as they talk of, can never 
be fit to determine all Controverſies; till it is firſt 
agreed by the contending Parties, that he is :nfal- 
ible. For, one of the moſt important Contro- 
verſies now ſubſiſting in the Chriſtian World is, 
Whether there be any ſuch Fudge? and Where 
be is? Now it would be very adſurd to ſend me 
to one, whom I am not yet ſuppos'd to believe 
Infallible, to be determin'd by him whether he 1s 
Infallible or not. | 
3. There can be no Neceſſity of ſuch a Judge to 
determine all Controverſies in Religion, becauſe it 
is not neceſſary that a/ ſuch Controverſies 1 
decided. 


7255 ) | 


s decided. There are a great many deſputed Points 
e and different Opinions, which neither affect our 
|- Intereſt in the Favour of God, nor are at all incon- 
re fiftent with the Peace of the Church; or that Unity 
n among its Members, which Chrift the Head of the 
h Church ſo earneſtly recommends. | 


ne 4. If a Judgment may be form'd of what wo d 
an be hereafter, by what has been heretofore; we may 
conclude that ſuch a Judge, tho' he were to be 

eir found, would neither prevent Heręſies from ariſing, 
he nor put an End to all Controverſies. Our bleſſed Sa- 
nd viour was ſuch a Judge; able infallibly to decide in 
the all Caſes, and yer the Jewiſh Church in his Days 
nts un into many Errors; and among the reſt, that 
zen WM pernicious one of miſtaking and rejecting the Meſ- 
and ah. If it be objected that this was, becauſe 
or Wl they did not own him as ſuch a Judge; the An- 
talk ſwer is obvious: That ſince our Lord gave at leaſt 
uch WW #5 good Evidence of his being Infallible, as any o, 
cher can pretend to give, it is at leaſt as likely that 
ever che Infallibility of any other will be, as that his 
firlt ſbou'd have been diſown'd. The Apoſtles were (it 


5 allowed) under the Guidance of an infallible Spi- 
ro- it in all things relating to the Kingdom of Chriſt, 
d is, and the Propagation of his Religion in the World; 
here WY and yet HFereſies ſprang up in their Days: Nay, and 
St. Paul (it ſeems) thought them not only unavoida- 
lieve ble, but that Providence ſuffer'd them to ariſe, * that 
he is Wl Hey which are approved might be made manifeſt. — 
There were Diviſions among the Corinthianseven af- 
ge to ter all the Pains St. Egul had taken to reſtore Unit 
uſe it and Peace among them, ---Nay, in the Church of Rome 
11d be * Cor. xi. 19. | = | 


cided. herſelf 


TP 
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herſelf, notwithſtanding all her Boaſts of an in- ve 
fallible living Fudge, to whom all her Members dr 
may have recourſe, there are (for ought I ſee) as or 

different, as inconſiſtent Opinions, as are to be found 
among Chriſtians, who own no ſuch Judge. ye 
5. And Laſtly, Every meek, humble, fincere Ml to 
Lover of, and Enquirer after Truth, may hope for, C 
and reckon upon fuch Aſſiſtance of the Spirit of Wl 
God, as will enable him by the Rule of Scripture MW vi 
to judge of, and determine for himſelf all ſueh ch 
Controverſies in Religion, as it is abſolutely necel- WM cr 
fary to his Salvation to judge, or believe, or deter- cf 
mine any thing about. If a Man thus diſpos'd, Ml & 
and with the Promiſe of ſuch Aſſiſtance, is not ſe. or 
cure from all fatal Error, and in the way to come ¶ co 
at all Truth, neceſſary for him to know; I ſee no WM te: 
other Method by which he can be ſo; I am ſure Wl bl 
the way of Authority and Infallibility won't do it; ¶ th 
and if I don't ſtrangely miſtake the Meaning and Wl Ci 
Defign of many Paſſages of Scripture, this Me- fir 

thod will do it. N 

If I had time, I ſhould go on now, and conſider ei 
the Proofs pretended to ariſe from the "Teſtimonies Wl of 
of the Fathers: For tho' the Writings were long Ct 
in the almoſt ſole Poſſeſſion of the Friends to the Ce 
Rom: Cauſe ;z and during ſeveral dark Ages were un 
10 little read, or attended to, that They had Oppor-W bu 
tunity 10 mangle and alter, to blot out, and fot] 1 
an, as might beit ſerve their Cauſe and ſupport theit Pe 

Pretenſion; nay, tho' groſs Falſifications of theſe 
Writings have been pointed out to them, and prov di ha 
upon em; yet ſtill, even in the Condition they now in 

ate, it might from them be plainly ſhewn, that for - 
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employ'd it in a proper Manner, and for the kind- 
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veral Hundreds of Years after Chriſt, the Fathers never 
dream'd, nor made mention of, any ſuch Authority 
or Infallibility as the Church of Rome now claims, 
Nay farther, if I had time, I cow'd lay before 
you what mult (I think) be a ſufficient Inducement 
to any impartial Mind, either to believe that the 
Church of Rome herſelf ſuſpects or doubrs of her 
own Infallilitity; or elſe to condemn her for ha- 
ving acted the moſt unjuſt, che moſt unmorherly, 
the moſt abſurd part in the World, for not havi 


eſt and moſt uſeful Purpoſes. Why does ſhe ſuf- 
fer, and ſometimes direct, her own Doctors to go 
| on writing fallible Commentaries on Scripture, as 
contradictory and inconſiſtent, as any of thoſe writ 
ten by Proteſtants? Why does ſhe not once for all 
bleſs the World with an infallibie Interpretation of 
the whole Bible, and an exact Account of all the 
Church's wmwritten Traditions? Why does ſhe not 
find ont an infauilibie Method for inducing all the 
World to hearken and ſubmit to her zxfa/l;ble De- 
ciſtons? She has, I know, found out, and made vic 
of, one Method for this Poe ; ſhe has Cenſar'd, 
Curs d, Spoil'd, Impriſon d, Baniſh'd, Tortur d, 
Committed co the Flames, and Doom'd to Hell 
ind Damnation, to promote this hopeful Defign; 
bur cho ſhe has been too ſucoeſsful, ſhe is yet far, 
3 very far, from having fully carry'd her 
oint. = | E 
O Rome! Haughty, Cruel Rome! Thou 
haſt long g/erified thyſelf, lived delicisuſiy, and ſaid 
in thy heart, I fit a Queen, and am no Widow, and 
D | EIT 
: fall 
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WED: as 
Hall fee no ſorrow : But 2 the multitude of Sorceries, 
and abundance of Inchantments, are found with thee: 
*T be Kings and Inhabitants of the Earth have been 
made drunk with the Wine of thy Fornication: * Thou | 
thyſelf art drunken with the Blood of the Saints and 
Martyrs of Feſus: Therefore ſhall thy Plague 
come upon thee in one Day, Death, and Mourning, 
and Famine ; yea, thou ſhalt be utterly burnt with 
Fire; for flrong is the LoRD GoD who judgeth | 
t hee. In the mean while, and till that Day of 
Recompenſe comes, |; 

May Almighty God, who has often, and almoſt 
by Miracle, preſerv'd theſe Nations, from falling 
again into her Clutches, and feeling the Effects of 
her deep Malice and ſavage Cruelty ; ſtill protect, 
ſtill defend us! May the Proteſtant Intereſt, the 
Cauſe of Truth, and Virtue, and Liberty, be eſta- 
bliſh'd, and own'd, and propagated ! May the Rleſ- 
fing of Heaven reſt upon all Prot eſtant Princes and 
States; and eſpecially upon our moſt Gracious So- 
vereign King GEORGE, and every Branch of his 
Auguſt FAMILY I May we and all his Subjeds 
ftand faſt by, and be ſecur'd in the Poſſeſſion off 
that Chriſtian Liberty with which Chriſt has made 
us free | And finally, for the Honour and Advance 
ment of that pure and uncorrupted Chriſtianit 
which we profeſs; may we all of us take care t 
get our Minds and Tempers form'd, our whol 
Conduct and Behaviour regulated, by the generous 
humane, excellent Principles and Precepts of it 
God of his infinite Mercy grant it, for the Sake 0 
Jeſus Chriſt, &c. | 


2 Ifa'. xlvii. 9. Rev. xvii. 2. Rev. xvii. 6. Rev. xviil. þ 
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